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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tr 1s unpERSToop that the question of the mode of 
dealing with the chamber business from Mr. Justice 
Fry's court is under consideration, and that an order on 
the subject will shortly be issued, based on the principle 
of transacting such business in the chambers of the 
other judges of the Chancery Division. 








Tuk QUESTION OF costs under the Judicature Act is 
one of considerable difficulty, owing to the generality 
of the expressions employed in the rules, and the de- 
cision of the Common Pleas Division in Parsons v. Tin- 
ling (25 W. BR. 255) has hitherto been regarded as 
having taken the most obvious and easiest possible solu- 
tion of it, by holding that the enactment that all costs 
are to be in the discretion of the court, but are to follow 
the event where an action has been tried by a jury 
unless otherwise ordered, was intended to supersede all 
previous legislation on the subject. The case of Garnett 
v. Bradley, however, in the Court of Appeal (reported in 
this week’s issue of the Wxekiy Rerorrer), must be 
taken as having virtually overruled the judgment of the 
Common Pleas Division, and all the old legislation as 
tocosts in particular cases is apparently re-established. 
In Garnett v. Bradley it was held by the Court of 
Appeal that the statute of James I., which provides that 
aplaintiff in an action of slander who gets less damages 
than 40s. shall have no more costs than damages, is 
still in force, notwithstanding the terms of ord. 55 of 
the Judicature Act which have been already referred 
to; and though Kelly, C.B., dissented from the majority 
ofthe court, yet the judgment of Lords Justices Bram- 
well and Brett appears conclusively to establish that not 
only this statute, but the provisions of 43 Eliz. c. 6, and 
3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, as to costs in trivial actions of - 
of those statutes which give double costs to defendants 
in particular cases; of 43 Geo. 3, c. 46, as to costs in 
actions on judgments ; of the City Small Debts Act as to 
costs in actions commenced in the superior courts, and 
of many other enactments which will readily occur to 
the mind, continue to have full force and effect. The 
Principle of the decision of the Court of Appeal was that 
general laws do not repeal previous legislation as to par- 

cases, and that, when the Legislature has once 

given its mind to a special subject, it is a reasonable 
Ptesumption that it does not intend to alter that special 
Provision by a subsequent general enactment. It was 
not to be taken, the court said, that there was no general 
tule as to costs before the Judicature Act, or that the 
law on this subject was made up of special enactments 
er. There was a general rule, namely, that costs 

thould follow the event at common law, and be in 
the discretion of the court in equity. It is this general 
Tule which has been altered by the provisions of the 
Acts, and all the old exceptions to it. remain 

‘ceptions still. It is an illustration of the diffleulty of 


properly interpreting the new rules that Lord Coleridge 
and Grove, J., should have come to an almost diametri- 
cally opposite conclusion, holding- that they were in- 
tended to introduce a new and uniform system, to 
which there should be no exceptions except such as 
were directed by the Judicature Acts themselves. The 
result of adopting this interpretation would have been 
to simplify the practice, but, no doubt, it might have 
also involved the necessity of fresh legislation on a 
number of isolated points, an iticonvenience which the 
decision of the Court of Appeal has, at any rate, post- 
poned. 





Ir 1s satisractory to find, from the remarks of the 
Attorney-General in the debate on the state of business 
in the High Court, that he, at all events, is not disposed 
to favour any scheme for concealing the defects of the 
existing arrangements for the conduct of business in the 
common law divisions. Rumours have prevailed for 
some time in well-informed quarters of an intention to 
bring in a Bill to appoint seven permanent commissioners 
to assist the judges in their circuit duties, and it has 
been stated with much confidence that there is 
somewhere laid up in lavender a little Bill pro- 
viding for this arrangement. It is astonishing 
that, with the melancholy spectacle of the official 
referees before us, any one should still think that 
the appointment of judicial “helps” could prove 
a satisfactory solution of the difficulty. We do not 
dispute the fact that commissioners could be found who 
would try common jury cases quite as well as most of the 
judges. The same thing, or something like it, 
however, might have been said before the appoint- 
ment of the official referees. We do not deny that, if 
Queen’s Counsel are to be employed as commissioners, it 
would be better that they should be paid than that they 
should give their services, as at present they do; but we 
say that the proposal is wrong in principle. What is 
wanted is to get rid of the arrears of cases standing for 
trial in London and Middlesex, and it was suggested 
that, if seven commissioners were appointed for the assizes 
several judges might be left all the year in town to try 
causes. In order, therefore, that town suitors may be ad- 
vantaged by having their causes more quickly heard, 
the proposal was that country suitors should be compelled 
to have their causes tried before persons not judges of 
the High Court, while suitors in London and Middlesex 
should have them exclusively tried before judges of the 
High Court. This does not seem very reasonable. 
But, independently of this, if is desirable first of 
all to economize to the utmost the existing judicial 
strength, and when this has been done it will be time 
enough to talk of giving the assize judges assistance in 
the shape of temporary judges. But this has not 
yet been done. The way, as it appears to us, in 
which the existing staff of judges can be economized 
to the utmost is by pushing to its farthest lengths 
the principle introduced by the Appellate Jurisdiction 
Act of each judge sitting by himself, and each casein all 
its stages coming before the same judge. The effect of 
the appointment of commissioners would not only be to 
prevent any effort being made to more completely attain 
this end, but it would interpose a serious difficulty to its 
attainment. Cases would be heard by a commissioner in 
the country, who would reserve questions of law to be 
argued before a judge in town. This would simply be 
to re-introduce the old state of things. 





Sir Gzorcz Bowyer and Mr. Chamberlain have.com- 
bined to ply the Attorney-General with questions as 
to the probable operation of the Act 39 Geo. 3, ¢. 79, 
“ for the more effectual suppression of societies: estab- 
lished: for seditious and treasonable purposes, and for 
better preventing treasonable and seditious practives,” 





upon certain “federations” of Liberal “33 Con- 
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servative Associations. The Attorney-General has 
replied that, after “giving very careful and serious 
consideration to the matter,” he has “come to the 
conclusion that, as at present constituted, the associa- 
tions in question do not come within the spirit or the 
letter of the Act,” and added that the Government did 
not intend to enforce the Act. Inasmuch as under 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 33, no proceeding for penalties under 
the Act can be taken except in the name of the Attorney- 
General himself, all practical danger is over during the 
reign of the present Government. But looking at the 
Act, we can easily imagine how associations of the most 
innocent character may fall within its provisions. It is 
true that the preamble of the Act speaks of ‘‘ traitorous 
conspiracies,” “‘ societies of a new and dangerous nature,”’ 
and the like, and the Ist section is specially taken up 
with the suppression of a certain “‘ London Corresponding 
Society,” eo nomine. But the 2nd section spreads the 
net with alarming wideness, and is quite a curiosity in 
its way. It describes five kinds of societies as being 
“ unlawful combinations and confederacies.” Amongst 
these we notice ‘‘every society the members whereof 
shall take any test or declaration not required by law or 
not authorized provisionally by two justices of the peace,” 
and, by way of confirmation, “ by the major part of the 
justices present at quarter sessions.” It is impossible 
to say that those “ who take the pledge” are not within 
these words. Again, we read the condemnation of 
“every society which shall be composed of different 
divisions or branches, or of different parts acting in any 
manner separately or distinct from each other, or of 
which any part shall have any separate or distinct pre- 
sident, treasurer, delegate, or other officer elected or 
appointed by or for such part, or to act as an officer for 
such part.” Itis further provided that the licence of 
any public-house where a meeting of an “ unlawful com- 
bination or confederacy” has been held may be declared 
forfeited by justices. If this were put in force, the 
number of licensed houses might be considerably 
lessened. The Act must, of course, receive a reasonable 
construction, but it was evidently drawn with tbe inten- 
tion of including as many “‘ societies” as possible, and 
there is more than one argument in favour of a strict 
construction. First, the Legislature in section 5 took care 
to except “‘ lodges of Freemasons” from the operation 
of the Act—upon the express condition, however, that 
two members of each lodge shall certify upon oath “ that 
such lodge has been usually held in conformity with the 
rules prevailing among the societies or lodges of Free- 
maeons in this kingdom.” This points to there being 
one exception only out of the cases comprehended 
‘by the words of the Act. Secondly, the Act since 
its passing has been thrice reviewed by Parliament. 
In 1817 an Act was passed, 57 Geo. 3, c. 19, which, 
after reciting that ‘‘certain societies or clubs, calling 
themselves Spenceans or Spencean Philanthropists, hold 
and profess for their object the confiscation or division 
of the land, and the extinction of the funded property 
of the kingdom,” proceeded to “ utterly suppress and pro- 
hibit ” the Spenceans in question, and took advantage of 
the opportunity to expand the definition of an “ unlaw- 
ful confederacy.” By this later Act (inter alia) “‘ every 
society or club that shall elect any delegate or mission- 
” to communicate with any other society or club, “ or 
to induce or persuade any person to become a member 
thereof,” is brought within the meshes of the Act of 
1799. Freemasons are again excluded, and also Quakers, 
and it is considerately added that the Act is not to ex- 
tend to “any meeting or society formed or assembled for 
purposes of a religious or charitable nature only, and in 
which no other matter or business whatsoever shall be 
treated of or discussed,” and that the Attorney-General 
may stay proceedings under either Act. In 1846, by 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 33, the Attorney-General was, in more 
specific terms, interposed between the common informer 
and his victim, but the Acts themselves were left un- 


sixteen sections of the Act of 1799 which had reference 
to newspapers were selected for repeal. The large re. 
maining portion of these statutes is not robbed of its 
force merely because the spirit of the times has c 

for “an Act of Parliament cannot be repealed by non. 
user”: see White v. Boot, 2 T. R. 274, 





Soms comment has been made upon the recent inter. 
position of Mr. Justice Field in Wright v. Trevor and 
another, when the learned judge remarked that “it wag 
contrary to the rules of Masonry to come into a court of 
law on such a matter.” And although it was stated by 
the counsel for the plaintiff that the “Grand Master” 
had said “it was a case for a court of law,” the eventual 
order was, “Let it stand over to go before the Grand 
Master.” We need hardly refer to the well-known prin. 
ciple of law that parties cannot by contract oust the 
courts of their jurisdiction. There is, said Lord Camp- 
bell, in Scott v. Avery, a saying of Lord Coke which is 
the original foundation of the doctrine; it is this: “If 
a man makes a lease for life, and by deed grant that if 
any waste or destruction be done it shall be redressed by 
neighbours, and not by suit or plea; notwithstanding, 
an action for waste shall lie, for the place wasted cannot 
be recovered.” It is true that the Friendly Societies 
Acts (see now 38 & 39 Vict. c. 60, s. 22) have long pr. 
vided that every dispute between a member and a society 
constituted under those Acts shall be decided in manner 
directed by the rules of the society, and the decisions 
so made shall be binding on all parties without appeal, 
and not be removable into any court of law or restrain- 
able by injunction; and Masonic lodges may, perhaps, 
come within the definition of “friendly societies,” in the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (section 88), so as to be able 
to register under that Act; but, as a matter of fact, we 
are not aware that Masonic lodges are so “ registered.” 
It may be observed that by 39 Geo. 3, c. 79, s. 6, a lodge 
of Freemasons is an illegal combination and confederacy, 
“unless the names of the lodge, and all the members of 
it, be annually registered with the clerk of the peace for 
the county where the lodge is held.”’ 





Tue Hore which was entertained before the commence 
ment of the sittings that Lord Justice Mellish would be 
able to resume his attendance in the Court of Appeal 
has been frustrated by an attack of his malady more 
severe than any he has previously experienced, and last 
evening it was feared that the learned judge was sinking. 








On Saturday last, in the Queen’s Bench Division, before 
Mr. Justice Field, the following conversation is re 
to have occurred in a case of Wright v. Trevor and another. 
Mr. Wilberforce appeared for the plaintiff. It was, hesaid,s 
demurrer to two paragraphs in the defendants’ statement 
of defence. The action was for libe), and the statemett 
of claim alleged that the plaintiff was formerly » member 
of the lodge of Freemasons of which the defendants were 
also members. The statement set out a letter written 
published by the defendant about the unsuccessful ¢ 
to the lodge of certain persons who were pro 
members. Field, J.—Are yous mason? Wilberforce 
No. Field,J.—Are you, Mr. Cave? Cave, Q.0.—Ye 
Field, J.—It is contrary to the rules of Masonry 10 com 
into a court of law on such a matter. It will be 
better to ask the Grand Master to interfere and 
the question. Cave—We are perfectly ready to do® 
Wilberforce said the plaintiff had made application to t 
Grand Master, and he had said that it was a case for 
court of law. Field, J.—There must be some error 
it, Looking to the matter in dispute, I think it is 
a matter for the Grand Master. Cave—I quite 
Field, J.—Let it stand over to go before the “rm 
Master. From what I see of it it is a case that the Gam) 
Master will entertain. 





touched, In 1869, by 32 & 33 Vict. c, 24, no less than 
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THE AMENDMENT OF THE LAW OF 
ENTAIL AND SETTLEMENT. 


A Bux containing some valuable suggestions for the 
alteration of the law affecting the settlement of prop- 
erty has been introduced into Parliament by Mr. Shaw 
lefevre. Itis styled “‘A Bill to restrict the Power of 
entailing and settling Land and other Property,” and its 
leading provisions may be shortly summarized thus :— 
Firstly, the creation of estates tail is to be prohibited, 
any future limitation of an estate tail being made equiva- 
Jent to a limitation of an estate in fee simple. Secondly, 
itis not to be lawful for any person by deed or will to 
dispose of any property, real or personal, in favour of 
any persons not born at the date of the instrument, or, 
in case of a will, at the death of the testator, unless a 
power of appointment over such property is at the same 
time given to the parents or parent of such unborn 
person—such power to be exercisable by deed or will, 
and to be either a general power or a special power in 
favour of all or any (exclusively of the others) of the 
ghildren of such parents or parent. Thirdly, every 
future settlement of real estate not containing a power 
of sale is to be deemed to confer one upon the trustees 
of the legal estate, if such exist, and if there be none 
then upon the person for the time being entitled to the 
possession or receipt of rents. A fourth provision deals 
not merely with future settlements, but provides that 
the saleemoneys of any settled estate may, notwithstand- 
ing a direction to re-invest in the purchase of land, be 
permanently invested either in the customary personal 
or real securities, or in improving any unsold part of the 
sitled estate. 

Whatever may become of the Bill, Mr. Lefevre has 
done well in calling attention to the matter, and it is to 
be hoped that his measure may become the subject 
of intelligent discussion. For it is a peculiar mis- 
fortune, with regard to some attempted reforms 
of this kind, that about them the public, who know 
little of the method and much of the need of re- 
form, talk a great deal, whilst the lawyers, who 
alone can be expected to understand the method, 
say very little. The silence of the lawyers on this sub- 
ject of entail and settlement may, perhaps, be due to 
their having long ago given up the attempt to make a 
layman understand any single proposition connected 
with real property law as an impossibility. But it is 
just this complication which has made some alteration in 
the law on thissubject imminent. All sorts of evils are 
attributed to it, and the cry for its abolition, which has 
been more than once raised by Mr. Bright, will 
no doubt be echoed from the eounties so soon as the 
tural population is enfranchised. It is most necessary, 
then, that the causes of these evils should be analyzed ; 
that it should be understood what is meant by an entail 
and what by a settlement; what part of the evils at- 
tributed to them are, in fact, due to the arrangements so 
designated, and what legal rules of dealing with prop- 
érty are to be substituted for them if they are abolished. 
And it becomes a profession through whose labours the 
law of real property has attained a singular accuracy and 
fulness, however it may be lacking in simplicity, to see 
that reform proceed, not upon the lines of ignorant 
Prejudice, but upon a true understanding of the actual 
slate and history of the law. It is not its part to 
¢onfound the adversary or stop the mouths of agitators, 
but to explain how far the law is responsible for the 
¢vils of which they complain, and, in so far as it is re- 
§ponsible, to assist in devising a remedy. 

That a strong prima facie case is made against the 

system on the ground of common sense it is 
impossible to deny. Unless there is some reason of 
hecessity or of public policy for giving to one generation 
Ske power to determine how the property which it enjoys 
be enjoyed, not by the next generation, but by the 

ext two or three or four generations, it is difficult to 
#e how the proprietor’s claim to such a power can be 





justified, for it is no necessary ingredient in the notion 
of absolute proprietary right. Even to the case of 
personal estate, which may have been actually created by 
the industry of the owner, this remark is applicable. 
For no such power of disposition is required to satisfy 
the old saw, that every man should be allowed to do 
what he will with his own. That is satisfied by his 
being able to transfer his property to whom he pleases, 
and does not require that he shall be able to prevent 
every subsequent possessor, for the next century or so, 
from having any power of disposition at all. And when 
this claim is made with regard to real estate it is still 
less easy to see what sort of a case the proprietor can 
make for himself. That one man should assume a power 
to direct the mode in which the next two or three 
generations shall possess and deal with the soil—a com- 
modity which no man made, and which, except within 
the narrowest limits, no man can increase—that, to 
follow a reliable estimate grounded on the statistics of 
the new Domesday Book, the comparatively small number 
of landowners in the House of Lords should have such a 
power over one-third of the whole area of Great Britain, 
may or may not be a very admirable social arrangement, 
but it is an arrangement which no theorizer can in- 
sist upon as having any necessary connection with the 
idea of absolute property. If a man who bought up the 
fee simple of a county were legally empowered, on the 
ground of his property therein, to direct that the land 
should lie fallow till the millennium, it would be 
clear that the law had reduced the notion of absolute 
property to an absurdity. And if it is on the ground of 
his ownership that the law gives him, as it actually does 
give him, the power of so limiting his purchased county 
as that for a century, at least, after his death no one can 
have the same power of selling or otherwise dealing 
with it as he has himself, the absurdity seems nearly as 
great. The law is giving him a power which it is utterly 
unnecessary for his own complete enjoyment of his 
property that he should have; and if he contends that 
such a power ought to belong to him he must substan- 
tiate his claim, not by appealing to his proprietary 
rights, but by showing that the existence and exercise 
of the power are justifiable and beneficial on some 
ground of public policy. Before touching on the ques- 
tion of policy, however, it will be worth while to say a 
few words on the present condition and operation of the 
law. 


Popularly understood, an entail is an arrangement 
whereby a man is able to limit an estate to another and 
to his lineal descendants after him, so that it shall re- 
main the heritage of the family for ever. Legally, of 
course, it is nothing whatever of the kind. A gift of an 
estate to a man for life with remainder to his unborn 
son in tail differs, so far as concerns its character of a 
fetter on free disposition, only in one particular. In 
either case, so soon as the son attains his majority, and 
his remainder falls into possession by his father’s death, 
he has an absolute power of disposition over the whole 
fee simple, for in the case of the limitation in tail he can 
then bar the entail and all remainders after it. In 
either case, moreover, there is in the lifetime of the 
father, so soon as the son attains his majority, an abso- 
lute power of disposition in the father and the son over 
the entire fee simple, for where the limitation is in tail 
the son has, in the lifetime of the father, with his con- 
sent, the like power of barring. The difference in the 
effect of the two limitations lies in the necessity in the . 
latter case for the father’s consent. Where the son’s 
remainder is in fee simple he has a present marketable 
interest, an immediate and absolute power of dealing with 
the whole property subject only to his father’s life in- 
terest. Where it is in tailhe can only obtain that power by 
procuring his father’s concurrence ; and this concurrence, 
as is well known, is generally given as a condition of the 
son’s agreeing to re-settle the estate, the re-settlement 
usually making some provision for the son during the 
father’s lifetime, and limiting the property after the ~ 
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father’s decease to the son for life, with remainder to 
his unborn sons in tail. The fact that the greater 
portion of the land of this country is at all times subject 
to settlements, whereby it is limited to the actual 
possessor for life, with remainder to his sons in tail is 
clearly due, not to an entail operating as a continuing 
legal fetter, but to the willingness of each generation, at 
the instigation of the generation preceding it, to deprive 
itself of the rights of disposition which would ultimately 
belong to it. It is true that the son’s willingness to 
execute the re-settlement is often purchased, as already 
suggested, by the immediate provision which is thereby 
made for him. But, nevertheless, it is impossible to 
speak of the re-settlement, the joint act of the father 
and the son, having together an absolute power of 
disposition, otherwise than as a voluntary act. They are 
free to determine (within certain equitable limits as to 
the benefit to be conferred upon the father by the 
re-settlement) how the property shall be dealt with, and 
the fact of its being always dealt with in the manner 
referred to shows an invincible bias on the part of one 
or both of them towards that particular method of dis- 
position. The law of entail, taken by itself, has, in our 
opinion, less to answer for than is ordinarily supposed. If, 
reverting to the forms of limitation above alluded to, 


the son’s remainder were necessarily a remainder in fee. 
simple instead of in tail, not only could the property be | 
tied up till the son, probably unborn at the time of the | 
limitation, attained twenty-one, but, further, it is prob- | 


able that immediately on his majority, whilst his own 
actual enjoyment would be only in distant prospect, he 
would readily consent to a re-limitation, taking a life 
interest himself, with remainder to his unborn son in fee. 
The effect, therefore, might, and probably would, be 
much the same, although the remainder were a fee 
simple instead of a fee tail. Itis true that in the 
former case the son, by reason of his uncontrolled 
power over his remainder, would be more free to exercise 
his own discretion than in the latter. But the disere- 
tion of a young man who has but recently attained his 
majority would be scarcely likely to override the force 
of long tradition and social prejudice. That passionate 
attachment to the idea of the perpetual main- 
tenance of the family estate and dignity which 
is a leading characteristic of the class concerned 
would be tolerably certain to result in the adoption 
of any course which would secure its object to the 
remotest possible point of time. The strength of this 
attachment is manifested in other ways than by this 
constant practice of re-settlement. It is to be recollected 
that a large proportion of family estates are heavily in- 
cumbered, and that one of the chief complaints against 
the present system is that the possession of an estate 
so incumbered imposes upon the temporary proprietor 
the burden of a social position totally beyond his 
available ‘income, and makes the improvement of the 
estate an impossibility. But (to say nothing of the 
Leases and Sales Acts) the powers of selling a part of 
the property and discharging incumbrances with the 
consent of the tenant for life, which are almost in- 
variably conferred upon the trustees of the settlement, 
would offer an easy means of escape from this kind of 
pressure if an escape were desired. The fact is, how- 
ever, that the preservation of the family estate is a duty 
which tradition imposes upon the country gentleman, 
and which his whole instincts and education tend to 
make more binding upon him than any other. To 
release himself of temporary pecuniary difficulties and 
adapt his position to his means by the course suggested, 
he would too often consider an outrage on his ancestors 
and an injustice to posterity. 

Enough, probably, has been said to show that it is not 
the law of entail simply which is responsible for the actual 
jg age! of the soil being generally a limited owner, 
and for the power of dealing with it being either in 

or in the hands of persons who are likely to 
exercise it so as forthwith to put it in suspense. If, 





therefore, it is desirable to do away with that system, 
much more is necessary than the abolition of estates 
tail; and it is this necessity to which the reformers 
allude when they talk of abolishing the law of settle. 
ment. Apart from any question of entail there is the 
fact that the law, within certain limits, allows the creation 
of partial and successive interests, and allows them to. 
be created in favour of unborn persons. It is almost 
needless to state that the limits within which it allows 
this method of disposition, this postponement of the time 
when the absolute property shall become vested, are 
two. Firstly, an estate cannot be limited by way of 
remainder to an unborn person, with remainder 
to his unborn issue, the latter remainder bei 
absolutely void. On this it is to be observed that 
the effect of allowing a limitation to an unborn person 
at all is serious enough. If there be a limitation of 
successive life estates to a number of living persons, 
including A., a child just born, with remainder in fee 
or tail to A.’s son, the fetter on free disposition must, 
in the course of nature, last for forty or fifty years at 
the least, i.c., until A. has grown up, married, and 
had a son who attains twenty-one; and it may last for 
eighty or ninety years, because A. may not have a son 
at all till he is sixty or upwards. But, secondly, if the 
settlor, instead of limiting his property merely by way 
of remainders to take effect in succession one after 
another, like to avail himself of the so-called executory 
limitations, the law allows him in terms to prevent the 
absolute vesting of the property for a period extending 
over any number of lives in being, and twenty-one years 
in addition. And it is to be observed that the absolute 
vesting, when it occurs, does not necessarily carry the 
immediate power of disposition, because the vesting may 
be in an infant, who cannot dispose of his interest till 
majority. Under this latter rule, called the rule against 
perpetuities (although this term is sometimes applied to 
both rules), a settlor has only to select a large number 
of young lives, and direct that twenty-one years after 
the decease of the survivor of them the property shalb 
vest in a particular way, and he may then die in the 
satisfactory assurance that, for the next century, at any 
rate, his property will not absolutely belong to any one, 
The reason that executory limitations are not made 
more frequent use of in the settlement of an estate need 
not be inquired into. It is sufficient to point out that 
they offer even greater facilities for tying up an estate 
for a long period of time than the usual form of limita- 
tions by way of remainder, and that the ingenuity of 
conveyancers would not be slow to utilize them for that 
purpose if they had no otherresource. Moreover, whilst 
the first restriction alluded to is applicable only to 
limitations of real estate, the rule against perpetuities is 
applicable to settlements of any kind of property. In 
speaking, therefore, of the abolition of the law of settle 
ment, the points to be considered are what further 
limits shall be imposed on this creation of successive 
interests, and whether such limits shall be made applic. 
able to all kinds of property or to real estate only; and 
this bring us back to the question of public policy above 
referred to, on which we shall make some observations 
next week. 








In the House of Commons on Monday evening, in answer 
to Mr. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Cross admitted that the 
existing arrangement with regard to the sitting of judges im 
the Court of Session in Scotland was unsatisfactory, 
stated that his right hon. friend the Lord Advocate intended 
shortly to introduce a Bill to remedy it. 


On Sunday afternoon the State visit of her Majesty'# 
judges was paid to St. Paul’s Oathedral. The Lord Chaa- 
cellor attended, also the Lord Chief Justice of Eng 
the Lord Chief Baron, Lord Justice ay, 
Justice Brett, Vice-Chancellor Malins, Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon, Vice-Chancellor Hall, and Mr. Baron Huddle- 
ston. 
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Rebtews. 


LOCUS STANDI. 


CuirrorD AND Ricxarps’ Locus Sranp1 Rerorts: Vou. 1, 
Part Ii. Butterworths. 1877. 


This part of Clifford and Rickards contains the deci- 
sions of the Court of Referees during the session of 
1876, and also—which is of importance to notice—a com- 
plete index of the cases reported during the four years, 
from 1872 to 1876. The head-notes again strike us as 
too long. They are mostly statements of facts, and the 

rters seldom venture to formulate a principle, and, 
when they do, they place the principle after the facts 
and not before them. The reports, however, are very 
full, and that the judgments seldom occupy more than 
two lines is not the fault of the reporters. The index is 
remarkably good. 


HORSE WARRANTY. 


Horse Warranty. By F. H. Lascerzes, Barrister- 
at-Law. Reeves & Turner. 1877. 


“The ownership of a good many horses,” states Mr. 
Lascelles in his preface, “ must be my apology for some 
statements which are the result of my experience,” and 
the pages before us he also informs us “‘are not intended 
fora law book.” Mr. Lascelles, however, has not for- 
gotten his profession, and has dealt with his subject in 
the spirit of a lawyer as well as of an owner of horses, 
interspersing the cases which he has collected with 
sound practical observations. The report of the Lords 
Committee of 1873 is noticed, and we have some interest- 
ing extracts from the evidence. 


RACING. 


Tue Law or Racine, with THE New Rozzs. By L. C. 
Saritzes. Shaw & Sons. 


The greater portion of this little work is taken up with 
the new rules of racing recently (December, 1876) issued 
by the Jockey Club, which Mr. Sayles prints with notes, 
raising, and generally settling, points of construction 
with as much gravity as if he were annotating ‘rules 
of court.” There is a short introduction, in which the 
principal cases, of which Batty v. Marriott (5 C. B. 818) 
is the best known, are passed in review. The notes to 
the rules, so far as we are able to pronounce an opinion, 
are written with clearness and intelligence. An index 
would have been an improvement to the book. 








At the grand day at Gray’s-inn, on Friday, the 8th inst., 
the treasurer, Mr. Aldborough Henniker, Q.C., declared the 
award of the bench in the competition for the scholarshi 
specially provided by ana founded in this society for its 
members, as follows:—To A. W. Samuels, as first in the 
examination in ‘“‘The History of England, Political and 
Constitutional,” the certificate of the society, awarding him 
their “ Bacon Scholarship” of £45 per annum, tenable for 
two years. To W. H. Upjohn, as second in the examina- 
tion, the certificate of the society awarding him their “ Holt 
Scholarship’ of £40, tenable for two years. To Stuart Macas- 
kie, for the best essay on “The Difference between Contingent 

ainders and Executory Devises and Limitations, both 
with regard to their Creation and Incidents,”’ a certificate 
from the society awarding him the “Lee Prize” of £25, 
founded by the late Mr. John Lee, Q.C., LL.D., late a 
Master of the bench of the society, “as a prize for some 
‘@ssay on the laws of Justinian or on the common or 
‘statute law of our country.” The treasurer announced the 
subject for the next “Lee Prize Essay” to be ‘‘The Laws 
a and France as to the Liabilities of Carriers of 
oe a and Goods respectively, showing in what Re- 
‘spect the Two Countries differ.” 


General Currespanvence. 


Common Law JupcsEs’ CHAMBERs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—On the 26th of May, you published certain sug- 
gestions of the junior bar as to the despatch of matters 
at chambers. The junior bar seems, somewhat ungrate. 
fully, to have forgotten that there are such people in the 
world as suitors and solicitors. Their second suggestion 
is that “the hour for counsel’s attendance before the 
judge should be uniform, and should not be before half- 
past one, except on Saturday, when it should be twelve 
o’clock, and that at the time of hearing counsel the 
judge’s room should be cleared of all other parties.” 
There are various other suggestions, all tending to the 
convenience of counsel alone. The effect of taking 
counsel’s summonses in the middle of the day is to cause, 
not only great loss and waste of time to solicitors, but 
also great expense to suitors. Solicitors and their clerks 
come from all parts of London to attend summonses 
returnable at eleven a.m., but are obliged to wait the 
arrival of their opponents before going before the judge 
or master. There is no proper list. "When counsel’s 
summonses are attended in the middle of the day there 
are frequently numbers of solicitors and their clerks 
waiting, and who have been waiting for au hour or two, 
but in go counsel, and during the time that their appli- 
cations are being heard, the solicitors and their clerks 
can do nothing. They may be wanted in half an hour, 
or not for three or four hours. They‘dare not leave, for 
the judge and masters always go away as soon as there 
are no more applicants present. When the counsel’s 
summonses are finished, there is a fresh rush to the door, 
but, as in order to gain admission both parties must be 
represented, it frequently takes a whole day to attend one 
summons. The profession suffer in temper and from the 
evil consequences which result from the use of frequent 
and powerful expletives, but the public are in a far worse 
position, for they suffer in pocket. No wise solicitor or 
managing clerk will put himself to the annoyance of 
attending a summons at common law judges’ chambers. 
Where an application is of a special nature, such as 
summons for interrogatories, discovery, leave to. sign 
judgment, &c., it is felt that it is not safe to leave it to 
a junior clerk. The consequence is that counsel is 
instructed, and the expense, not only of the fee to 
counsel, but also of the preparation of the brief, &c., is 
incurred—expense which must be unnecessary, for if it 
is not necessary to have counsel on similar applications 
in chancery why should it be so at common law? If the 
junior bar wish to earn the gratitude of the public and 
profession they will try to get the chancery system in- 
augurated at the common law chambers, or at least some 
system by which summonses are taken in the order in 
which they stand on a list, and applications by counsel 
heard later in the day than the ordinary applications 
by solicitors, so that the hearing of the one should not 
interfere with the hearing of the other. 

E. F. Burremer Harston. 
1, Gresham-buildings, E.C., June 14. 








In addition to the snm of £195,901 15s. 11d. as the 
gross income from Judicature fee stamps, 8 sum of 
£129,995 9s. was received in the last financial year from 
the Probate Court. 

A deputation from the supporters of Mr. Tooth 
waited upon the Archbishop of Canterbury on Thursday, and 
informedhim that they had applied to the Consistory Court 
of Rochester for a citation to issue against Mr, Fry, bat the 
Chancellor declined to grant one, alleging as his reason that 
he was too old and infirm to hear the case, and moreover 
had no court wherein to sit. The ee fe that 
a mandamus could be applied for to compel the Chancellor 
to hear the case, a course which it was stated Mr. Tooth’s 





supporters intend taking. 
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DiscovERY—Priok DETERMINATION OF Issuz—-Orp, 3] 
RR. 11, 12, 19.—Ina case of Roweliffe v. Leigh, heard by the 








Sep herene orate ERNST 


a 





nn aio ag ocaihaehaceeRAUreayRReEEaReate 


fia a nt Nn ns A 





Cases of the eek. 


Disrricr RecIstry—SA.E oF Rear EstaTE—JUDICATURE 
Act, 1873, s. 66—Orp. 35, rr. 1, la, 4—The decision of 
Hall, V.G., in McDonald v. Foster (25 W. R. 602), noted 
ante, p.537, was brought be‘ore the Court of Appeal (J essel, 
M.R., and James and Baggallay, L.JJ.) on the 9thinst. The 
action was for the administration of an estate, and it was 
commenced in the Liverpool district registry. The testator 
had resided at West Derby, near Liverpool, and had real 
estate situate there. The ordinary decree for accounts and 
inquiries was made by Hall, V.C., on the 25th of February, 
1876, but it was directed that the accounts and inquiries 
should be taken and made by the district registrar at. 
Liverpool. It was also ordered that the testator’s real 
estate should be sold with the approbation of the judge, 
and that the money to arise from the sale should be paid 
into court to the credit of the action, and the further 
consideration of the action and of the costs was 
‘adjourned until after the registrar should have made his 
report. The registrar made his report on the 15th of 
December, 1876. On the 3rd of May, 1877, the plaintiff 
moved, before Hall, V.C., that the sale might be conducted 
before the district registrar, and the application was sup- 
ported by the defendants and by parties attending under 
the decree. In support of the motion it was stated upon 
affidavit that the sale would be carried out much more 
expeditiously in the district registry than in the Vice- 
‘Chancellor’s chambers, and that a better price would be 
obtained if an early sale could be effected. And it was 
su _— that the money arising from the sale could be 
paid into the Liverpool branch of the Bank of England to 
the Official account of the registrar, in accordance with a 
circular issued by the Treasury to the district registrars on 
the‘lst of April, 1876. The Vice-Chancellor reserved his 
judgment, and on delivering it he said that he had made 
‘inquiries and had ascertained that the sale could be 
speedily: carried through in his own chambers. He said that 
there was no ambiguity in the decree—it plainly meant 
that the sale should take place before the judge in 
chambers and under his direction, and not before the 
registrar. He thonght that as a general rule it would be 
most convenient that sales should take place in the 
ordinary way before the judge in chambers, and said that, 
‘except under special circumstances, he should not order 
“that sales should take place before district registrars. 
In the present case he thought there had been great delay 
in the proceedings, and that the sale would be carried out 
‘much more speedily in his own chambers. He therefore 
‘refused the motion, and declined to allow the plaintiff his 
costs of it. His lordship aleo said that the Treasury 
circular applied only to fees and payments of a similar 
nature collected by a district registrar. The Court of 
-Appeal affirmed the decision of the Vice-Chancellor, but 
on the ground that the judge bad a discretion in the 
-matter, the exercise of which discretion ought not to be 
interfered with. But they thought the question a fair 
one to have been raised, and ordered that the costs of 
all parties, both of the appeal and of the original hear- 
ing, should be costs in the cause. Both Jessel, M.R., and 
James, L.J., however, said they thonght that as a general 
‘Tule it would be more convenient that in such cases these 
Bales should be conducted in the district registries, and 
added that, if the case had come before them in the first 
instance, they should have made the order asked for. 


TIME FOR APPEALING—PeTITION IN OLD Suit—Orp, 58, 
BR. 9,15.—In a case of Harris v. Newton an application 
was made to the Court of Appeal on the 9th inst. for 
leave to appeal from an order made by Malins, V.C., om 
‘the 13th of January, 1877. The order was made upona 
petition in an old suit, and it directed the payment over, 
to the person whom the court held to be entitled, of a 
fund the tenant for life of which had recently died. The 
Court (Jessel, M.R., and James and Baggallay, L.JJ.) 


held that this was a final order, an appeal from which could, 
be bronght at any time within a year. Therefore, no 


leave-was required, 





Court of Appeal on the 9th inst., a question arose as to the 
right to discovery under the following circumstances :—The 
action was for the administration of an estate. A claim was 
carried in by a horse dealer who had been engaged in the 
sale and purchase of horses for the testator, and who alleged 
that a large sum was due to him on the balance of account. 
The executrix required discovery from the claimant, and 
insisted that he was bound to disclose the prices which he 
had obtained for the horses which he had sold for the testa- 
tor, and the names of the persons to whom he had gold 
them. The claimant alleged that the custom of the business ' 
of horse dealers was this—that the customer named the 
price he was willing to take for the horse he desired to sell, 
and that whatever the dealer obtained beyond the price 
named he was entitled to retain—in effect, that the horse 
dealer was a principal, not an agent. The claiment, there- 
fore, contended that he ought not to be called on to make 
the discovery asked for. Evidence was adduced in proof of 
the alleged custom. Hall, V.C., declined to admit the 
evidence on the hearing of the application for the discovery, 
and held that the discovery must be made. The Conrt 
of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and James and Baggallay, L.JJ.) 
held, on the contrary, that r. 19 of ord. 31 applied, and 
that the executrix was not entitled to the discovery until 
the determination of the prior question whether the 
alleged custom existed. If it did exist (and looking at 
the evidence they were disposed to think that its existence 
would be proved), there would be no right to the dis. 
covery. 


Witt—Construction—IMPLication oF Worps.—In a 
case of Greenwood v. Greenwood, heard by the Court of 
Appeal on the 13th inst., a testator had given the residue 
of his real and personal estate to trustees, upon trust for 
sale, conversion, and investment, with power to vary the 
iuvestment, and had then declared that the trustees should 
‘* pay the moneys, and the investment for the time being 
representing the same, to my wife during her life, upon 
trust for all my children or any child who, being sons ora 
son, shall attain the age of twenty-one years, or, being 
daughters or a daughter, shall attain that age or marry, and, 
if more than one, in equal shares.” Then followed a pro- 
viso that the trustees might, after the death of the wile, 
‘¢ or previously thereto if she shall so direct in writing,” 
raise any part, not exceeding one-half, of the then expectant 
presumptive or vested share of any child, and apply the 
same fer his or her advancement or benefit, and a declaration 
that the trustees should, after the death of the wife, apply 
the whole, or such part as they should think fit, of the 
annual income of the share to which any child should for 
the time being be entitled in expectancy towards the main- 
tenance or education of such child, and accumulate the 
residne. And there was a gift over in the following terms: 
—‘‘If there be no child of mine living at my death who, 
being a son, shall attain that age or marry, then, from and 
after the death of my wife and such default or failure 
of children, I bequeath the said moneys, and the invest- 
ments representing the same, or so much thereof as shall 
not have become vested or been applied under the trusts 
aforesaid, unto my brothers and sisters, to be divided in 
equal shares.” It was evident that some words had been 
accidentally omitted from the gift in trust for the children, 
and the natural inference was that the testator had in- 
tended to give his wife a beneficial life estate, followed by 
@ remainder in trust for the children. The question was 
whether the court could, upon the construction of the 
actual words of the will, effectuate the plain intention of 
the testatur. Jessel, M.R., was of opinion that this could 
not be done. But the Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, 
and Bramwell, L.JJ.) beld that it could, and decided that 
the wife took a beneficial life estate in the whole income 
of the fund. 


AprgzaL—Security For Costs—D1sM1ssaL or HusBanD’s 
Suir vor Newiity or Marr1ace—Wire's Costs—Ozp. 
58, R. 15.—A case of Harris v, Harris, which came before 
the Court of Appeal on the 13:h inst., was an action 
brought by a batten’ in the Divorce Division for nulli 
of marriage. The action was dismissed, and the husba' 
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notice of appeal. The wife applied to the Court of 
peal for an order that the appellant should give security 
for her costs of the appeal, on the ground that, according 
tothe practice of the Divorce Division, a wife who is 
respondent to a suit by her husband is always entitled to 
security for her costs, and that when, under the old 
pretice, the appeal went direct to the House of Lords, 
security for the costs of the appeal would have been given. 
The court (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) 
made an order referring it to the registrar of the Divorce 
Division to ascertain the proper amount of security to be 
given. 


LETTERS WRITTEN ‘ WITHOUT PREJUDICE’’—CONTRACT 
with RecetverR— Detay 1n ComPLeTION— Notice To 
RescinvD—APrrLicaTion to Court.—In the course of the 
arguments in a case of Grace v. Baynton, before the Court 
of fare on the 13th inst., James, L.J., took occasion to 
say that he thought he had on several] occasions expressed 
himself too strongly with regard to the impropriety of 
using against a party to a litigation letters which had been 
written by him or on his behalf “ without prejudice.” His 
lordship said he thought that the rule that such letters 
could not be used applied in strictness only to letters 
written with » view to a compromise or settlement of the 
matter in dispute, Such letters could not be used so as to 
prejudice the right of the party on whose behalf they were 
written to insist on his original demand. But if a man 
chose to write a letter saying, ‘‘Pay me £10 or I will 
charge you with felony, but this is without prejadice,” 
there was no reason why such a letter should not be used 
against him. Bramwell, L.J., expressed his concurrence in 
this view. In the same case a question arose as to the right 
to rescind a contract for a mining lease which had been 
entered into with the receiver in a chancery suit, subject 
to the approval of the court. The approval of the court 
was given, and afterwards some-delay took place in the 
completion of the lease. The intending lessee gave notice 
that, if the lease was not completed within a time which he 
named, he should rescind the agreement. James and 
Baggallay, L.JJ., said that, even if he had been right on 
the merits, which they held that he was not, he was 
technically wrong. He, having submitted himself to the 
jurisdiction of the court by the contract he had entered 
into, was not entitled himself to put an end to it, but ought 
to have applied to the court to be relieved from it. 


Bankruptcy APPEAL—RE-HEARING—CASE INCONSISTENT 
with ORIGINAL CasE—Oarp. 58, BR. 2, 5—BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, ss. 71, 72.—In @ case of Ex parte Reddish, de- 
cided by the Court of Appeal on the 15th inst., the trustee 
of a liquidating debtor had applied to the county court to 
compel the repayment of a sum of money which the debtor 
had paid to his bankers a few days before he filed his 
petition, on the ground that the payment amounted toa 
fraudulent preference of the bankers. The judge set aside 
the payment in part, but upon appeal to the Chief Judge 
it was held that the payment was entirely valid, because 
the bankers had pressed for it. Beforethe Courtof Appeal 
it was urged that, even if there had been pressure, still 
there was another ground upon which the payment ought 
to be declared void, viz., that the evidence showed that 
the debtor had been induced to make the payment by a 
fraud or misrepresentation on the part of the bankers. And 
it was contended that, having regard to sections 71 and 72 
of the Bankruptcy Aot of 1869, and to the fact that r. 2 
of ord. 58 says that all appeals are now to be brought by 
way of re-hearing, it was open to the Court of Appeal to 
nd any relief which the primary court could have given. 

ames, L.J., intimated an opinion that the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Appeal in bankruptcy remains now exactly 
same as it was before the Judicature Act; that is, that 
such appeals are still strictly appeals, not re-hearings. 
Bat the court (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.) 
agreed that, at any rate, it was not open to the appellant 
to raise upon the appeal a case totally inconsistent with 


“a which he had raised in the court of primary jurisdio- 





Srarement or Crarm—Printinc—Orp. 19, 2. 5; On. 
59.—In a case of Attorney-General v. Moass, which came 
before Fry, J., on the 11th inst., the action was undefended, 
and the relators moved for judgment for an injunction b 
default. To save expense the statement of claim (whi 
contained more than ten folios) had not been printed, and 
it was suggested that ord. 59 would enable the court to 
dispense with the printing, and to allow a written state- 
ment of claim to be filed. Fry, J., however, held that ord. 
59 did not give him power to get rid of the positive direc- 
tion of r. 5 of ord. 19 as to printing. The hearing was, 
therefore, ordered to stand over to allow a printed state- 
ment of claim to be filed. 


Witt—Construction—Srrciric Lecacy—ADEMPTION. 
—In a case of Morgan v. Thomas, heard by Fry, J., on 
the 8th inst., a question arose whether a specific legacy had 
been adeemed under the following circumstances:—A 
testator devised and bequeathed to trustees “all the real 
and personal estate which I am, or shall, or may be entitled 
to under the will of my late uncle.” He also gave all the 
residue of his personal estate to another person. Between 
the date of the will and the time of his death the testator 
received £800 from the estate of his uncle, and invested 
the greater part of itin the purchase of £600 stock of a 
railway company. At the time when he made the purchase 
he had a larger amount of the same stock of the same com- 
pany, which he had bought with his owa money, standingin 
his name, and the whole remained standing in his name at 
his death. Fry, J., held that the specific legacy had not been 
adeemed, but the words of the gift were large enough to 
pass what was derived from the uncle’s estate in whatever 
condition it was found, provided that it could be traced. The 
£600 stock, therefore, passed to the trustees and not to the 
residuary legatee. His lordship considered the decision of 
the late Lord Romilly in Moore v. Moore (29 Beav. 496) to 
be an authority in point, and said that the result of the 
contrary construction would be in most cases to defeat the 
intention of the testator, it being usual for a legatee to 
receive his legacy in cash, and when he had received it to 
invest it in some way, not to retain it in cash. 


Derect IN Partrgs—ADJOURNMENT OF TRIaL—CosTs—- 
Orp. 36, 8. 21—ConsotipaTep Orp. 40, R. 22.—In @ case 
of Lydale v. Martinson, which came before Fry, J., on the 
12th inst., the action was brought for the specific per- 
formance of a contract for the sale of land. The plaintiffs 
were the purchaser and some persons to whom he had 
mortgaged the benefit of his contract. Before reply the 
purchaser died, but the mortgagees went on with the 
action, and had it placed in the paper for hearing without 
taking any steps to bring the purchaser’s representative. 
before the court. The case came into the paper for hear- 
ing on the 8th inst. and on that day the defendants for 
the first time knew of the purchaser's death. The case 
remained in the paper until the 12th inst., and all this 
time witnesses were in attendance, and considerable ex- 
pense was incurred. When the case was called on on the 
12th inst. the counsal for the surviving plaintiffs suggested 
that the trial might proceed in the absence of a repre- 
sentative of the purchaser. The defendants’ counsel in- 
sisted on the objection that the action was defective. 
Fry, J., said that if the plaintiffs chose to take their chance 
of success in the existing state of the record they could 
do so. But, if they asked for an adjournment to bring the 
purchaser’s representative before the court, that would be 
an indulgence to be granted under r. 21 of ord. 36, upon 
such terms as the judge should think fit. The plaintiffs’ 
counsel elected to ask for an adjournment, and Fry, J.,. 
ordered an adjournment for a month to enable the defect 
to be remedied, but said that the plaintiffs must pay all 
the costs occasioned by the case having been in the paper 
for hearing, not limiting the order to the sum of £10 for 
the costs of the day, as was provided under the old practice 
by the consolidated ord. 40, r. 22. 


RerransFer OF Action —Costs or SHorTHAND Notas 
or Evipence.—In a case of The British Dynamite 
Company v. Krebs, an action for the alleged infringe-. 
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ment of a patent, decided by Fry, J., on the 15th 
inst., a decree was made for an injunction and an 
account, and his lordship then said that the plain- 
tiffs must apply to the Lord Chancellor for a re-trans- 
fer of the action to Hall, V.C., in order that the account 
might be taken inhischambers. Aston, Q.C., who appeared 
for the plaintiff, then said that he had heard on the best 
authority that his lordship would soon have a chief clerk of 
his own. Fry, J., said that he had been in communication 
with the Lord Chancellor on the subject only yesterday, and 
that he could say that there was no probability of such an 
appointment being made. In the same case @ question was 
raised as to the allowance of the costs of notes of the evi- 
dence which had been taken by a shorthand writer. It turned 
out, however, that the parties had come to an agreement to 
share the expense. Fry, J., said that, especially with a 
view to the possibility of an appeal, it was a reasonable and 
proper course to have the notes taken. 


ADMINISTRATION — PracticE — GRANT TO CREDITOR— 
BOND TO ADMINSTER RATEABLY.—In the Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division on Tuesday, June 12, an applica- 
tion was made In the Goods of Brackenbury that a creditor 
who had obtained letters of administration should be 
directed to enter into a bond to administer the estate rate- 
ably, or that the grant of administration should be 
revoked in favour of some other creditor willing to 
administer upon that condition. The grant had been 
made in May, 1875, and the estate had siuce been 
administered in the Chancery Division, when the question 
of the administrator’s right to retain his own debt had 
been determined in his favour. The president of the 
division declined to make an order which was entirely 
without precedent, in the absence of any suggestion of 
misconduct on the part of the administrator, who had 
only availed himself, by means of his greater diligence, of 
an advantage which the practice of the court gave to him 
over other creditors who had been less watchful of their 
own interests, and the fact that he had been thus enabled 


to avail himself of the right of retainer conferred upon 
him by the law was no ground for depriving him of that 
advantage. In future cases, however, no grant of adminis- 
tration would be made to a creditor, except upon condition 
of his entering into a bond to administer the estate 
rateably. 








In moving a clause in the Prisons Bill on Tuesday even- 
ing providing in effect that no person should be detained in 
custody after committal for more than three months without 
being brought to trial, unless it appeared to a judge of the 
High Court necessary that he should be further detained, 
Mr. Sheridan said that cases occurred in which persons were 
kept four or five months in gaol without trial. The excuses 
for this system were purely financial, it being more 
economical to keep the persons in gaol than to send them to 
be tried. Nearly all the lawyers he had spoken to were in 
favour of an alteration of the law. Mr. Cross observed that 
the passing of this clause would not seeure the object in 
view without further legislation. He quite agreed that it 
was desirable, if possible, to give further relief to prisoners 
awaiting trial, and he had given an earnest of his desire by 
introducing a measure, passed last year, under which, 
generally speaking, the period of imprisonment before trial 
could not exceed four months. He did not say there were 
not exceptions, but a great deal had been done by that Act 
to remove the grievance. He wished to be able todo some- 
thing more, but there were difficulties in the way. It was 
not practicable to order that there should be another assize, 
because there were not enough judges for the purpose. It 
would inflict, moreover, a very great hardship on the sheriffs 
and jurors of the counties. ‘The end in view must be 
attained by some alteration of the existing machinery, 
either by extending the principle of the Winter Assizes Act 
or some other means. He hoped the hon. member would 
not press this clause to a division, but would content himself 
with having called attention to the subject. If next session 
the hon. gentleman could show how the thing he desired 
could practically be done, every. consideration should be 
given to his proposal. . 





THE BLOOK OF BUSINESS iN THE AIGH 


On Friday evening, the 8th inst., in the House of Commons, 
Sir E. Wiumor moved, “That in order to lighten the load 
of business which now weighs heavily on the High Court of 
Justice, and also with a view to public convenience, it is exe 
pedient to provide more facilities than at present exist for 
the trial of civil actions in the great provincial centres of 
England and Wales.” 

Mr. HersoueEtt said it was a great mistake to suppose 
that the effect of the Judicature Act had been to create a 
great block of business in the law courts. He was pre- 
pared, on the contrary, confidently to assert that, in the 
greater number of the departments of the law, the state of 
things was now far more satisfactory than it had been at 
any time since he was called to the bar. In the Queen’s Bench 
Division there was at the present moment no case standing 
for argument which had been set down on the list prior to 
the Whitsuntide vacation. Then there were appeals from 
the inferior courts, which would not have been f free 
under eight or nine months three or four years ago, but 
there was, he believed, hardly an appeal of that kind now 
standing for argument which had not been set down within 
the last two months. Again, in the old court of appeal, 
after the decision of the first court, months and months might 
elapse before a man could get his case decided in the court of 
appeal, and two or three years before it could be decided 
in the House of Lords. Now, however, he believed there 
would not be a case before April 1 standing for argument 
in the Court of Appeal, while he ventured to say that at 
the termination of the session there would not be a dozen 
cases for argument. Still the list was longer than one 
would like to see it; but the evil was, he had no hesita- 
tion in saying, diminishing, and would be still farther 
diminished when some farther modifications and improve- 
ments which he admitted were necessary had been intro- 
duced into the system. In short, he felt convinced the 
system would work well if it only got a fair trial instead 
of throwing the whole thing into a state of confusion. 
With respect to the provinces, and especially the cases of 
Manchester and Liverpool, he had no wish to conceal that 
the state of things was by no means satisfactory. Admit- 
ting to some extent the existence of the evil complained of, 
what was the remedy ? One remedy was to give a much 
longer time to the assizes. But that, no doubt, would bring 
attendant evils. It was a mistake to treat great towns like 
Manchester and Liverpool, wherethere were so many causes 
to be tried, just as they treated any small town where the 
causes were few. But what appeared to him an ade- 
quate and easy remedy would be to send three instead of 
two assize judges. One judge should take the criminal 
work and attend to it himself. A second judge should 
take the common-jury cases, and the third judge the 
special-jury cases. Parties might then at once arrange 
their business, and instruct their counsel, and there would 
be no clashing of cases. There wasa good deal to be said 
in favour of more frequent assizes, There were at 
present three assizes at Liverpool; buat they had there a 
court practically of unlimited jurisdiction which sat four 
times a year, where the judge was a lawyer and a 
gentleman of ability, and where pressing matters might 
be heard. Many advocated a fourth assize, and the 
subject well deserved consideration. It was said reforms 
were objected to because they were against the interests 
of the bar; but for himself he must say he would not 
object to any reform with reference to the interests of the 
bar except so far as the interests of the bar and the 
suitors were identical. He believed, however, that it was 
not in the interest of the public that they should localize 
the administration of justice too much; and they must be 
careful not so to alter the existing system as to incur the ° 
danger of producing that result. 

After observations by Sir Gzorncz Bowyer, Mr. Raru- 
BONE, Mr. WHEELHOUSE, and Mr. Morcan Ltoyp, 

Sir Henry James said he felt sure that it was very 
profitable to consider how far the whole system had been 
affected by recent changes. He was very hopeful as to 
their utility. No doubt, the fact that they were reforms 
which at the outset cast new burdens and new duties upon’ 
the judges had caueed some little difficulty, but a great 
step had been taken; and the reforms had been accepted 
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by the judges with a complete desire of giving effect 
to the intentions of the Legislature. Very great 
results had already been obtained, and the appellate 
tem of the House of Lords had worked most 
beneficially. Formerly a delay of two or three 
hee before cases could be heard was not uncommon, 
that disadvantage had been removed, and the interval 

of delay before the appeal was now not more than a few 
qeeks. The system, he thought, was very satisfactory. 
Although these appeals had increased in number and im- 
or there was a satisfactory account of them, and 
final court of appeal, the House of Lords, had been re- 
lieved from much of the burden cast upon it. A suitor 
could now have his case heard both in the intermediate 
Court of a and in the House of Lords within a com- 
peels short period of time before judges who were 
y capable to determine his case with great discrimina- 
tion. Considering the short time these tribunals had been 
in existence, that result ought to be very satisfactory to the 
public. There might be some complaints yet that had a 
good foundation, but such complaints must inevitably 
arise — lle cor = commenced. There was 
reason for anticipating that, when the changes which had 
been effected had had some farther trial, the “ifficulties that 
had to be encountered would be dealt with as satisfactorily 
as cases had been dealt with in our courts of appeal. It 
might be that we should have to consider whether it was 
not necessary that an addition should be made to our 
cial staff. If it should be necessary to appeal to the 
louse, he was sure that, supported by public opinion in its 
determination, it would not grudge an addition to our 
jadicial staff. It would be a poor and weak economy in 
this great commercial country if there should not be found 
for suitors a sufficient judicial staff to try cases. But much 
would depend on the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Some 
economy might be effected in our judicial arrangements. 
The four gentlemen who had been appointed official 
referees cost the country £6,800 a year. It appeared from 
a return in the library that in twelve months they had 
tried forty-five cases between them, and that one gentleman 
{to whom he did not wish to refer, for he was not going back 
tothe question which was discussed last year as to the 
gram of official referees) during 365 days had devoted 
self to the purposes of his office for eighty hours. 
Allowing six hours for each day he sat for that purpose, 
that would make thirteen days. The system of 0 cial 
pe was originally instituted in order that persons who 
— knowledge—such as chemists and persons of 
escription—might sit as assessors and hear certain 
eases. That system had been tried for twelve months. The 
public did not choose to go before these assessors. They did 
not go before them unless they were compelled by a judge. 
a age ys some economy might be found in the direction 
* e 6,800 # ye to these official referees, who between 
#m had tried only forty-five cases in twelve months. 


That sum would py the expenses of clerks to do work 


in chambers under the direction of a Vice-Chancellor 
a would also pay the salary of an additional judge 
A Ba cases in Lancashire and other commercial 
one The Prisons Bill which the House had been 
ussing showed, he thought, that we wanted more 
judges The House recognized the justice of bringing ac- 
oe persons to trial as speedily as possible, instead of 
ning them in gaol for several months until the judges 
‘went on circuit. Another direction in which they might 
for some relief was the Privy Council. The admiralty 
» pm had been taken from the Privy Council, and eccle- 
cal matters which used to go before it also to a great 
t now went to the Court of Arches; and it being 
oe already that our courts of appeal were sufficient to 
ro - = on them, he trusted that as the members 
Judicial Committee passed away, the primary courts 
ace be a pape ll Lpher ar as they required, 
our judicial sta 
the ee + the public. nine cinmeteoss 
TTORNEY—-GENERAL said, with regard to the Judi- 
‘ature Act, he thought thes toe oont good had been 
by it. It had rendered our system more symmet- 
rte terpenes and more reasonable; and if no 
advantage had been secured by the Judicature Act beyond 
great improvement it had introduced into our appellate 
+ hoes it would have done excellent service. But hebelieved 
other important advantages had been secured by that 
vantages which would be seen before long when the 





Act had had more time to work. He quite concurred with 
his hon. and learned friend the member for Taunton that 
the judges had earnestly and honestly endeavoured to carry 
out the provisions of that Act. It was very difficult all at 
once to get into working order an entirely new system. As 
to the load of business which, as the hon. baronet who had 
brought forward that question stated, burdened the High 
Court of Justice, no doubt it was very considerable ; but he 
thought there had been a good deal of exaggeration on the 
matter. With respect to the block of business which had 
occurred in the Nist Prius cases and in the Chancery Divi- 
sion, the figures contained in the returns on the subject 
were taken at the end of the recess and when the courts had 
not been sitting for a period; and from those figures he did 
not think they could come to the conclusion that the number 
of cases standing for decision in Banc was at all considerable. 
No doubt the number standing for decision in the Chancery 
Division was very considerable. But a remedy had now 
been applied, and the Government had in the course of the 
session agreed to the appointment of an additional judge 
for the disposal of those cases in chancery. That judge 
was a judge of the greatest ability; his appointment had 
given the greatest satisfaction to the profession and the 
public, and by his aid those arrears would, he believed, 
speedily disappear. The experiment had been made of 
appointing him at first without a staff; but, of course, if it 
became essential that he should have a staff, he must have 
one. As to what the hon. and learned member for Taunton 
had said about the official referees, no doubt the system of 
appointing them had not so far proved successful. It was 
generally thought when the Judicature Act was introduced 
by the late Government that there ought to be some tribunal 
before whom, if necessary, the judges should be able to send 
various points arising in the course of actions, which embraced 
more numerous questions than they formerly did. That 
system seemed to be approved, and official referees were 
appointed, but a return which had been laid upon the table 
of the House showed that these gentlemen had not been 
overburdened with work. This was no fault of the 
referees themselves, but resulted from the fact that the 
suitors did not care to have their cases decided by them. 
At the time when it was proposed to appoint these referees 
considerable objection was raised to the scheme in the 
House ; and it was afterwards found that the system was 
somewhat costly, and that it was intended to be made self- 
supporting, and the fees were somewhat heavy in conse- 
quence. This had since been altered, and it was hoped 
that the services of the official referees would be more 
extensively used in fature. As to the block of legal busi« 
ness which existed in the large commercial centres, it 
arose from the delay which necessarily occarred in the 
disposal of Wisi Prius causes in the London coarts. If 
these causes could be cleared out of the way, it was obvious 
that more judges would be available for the business which 
was in arrear in the coantry, and he saw no reason why 
this end should not be attained by allowing judges to try 
such causes singly, as was done by the Vice-Chancellors 
in the equity courts. He also thought time would be saved 
by the more extensive employment of shorthand writers in 
Nisi Prius causes, instead of compelling jadges to take 
their own notes slowly and laboriously in long hand. 
What were the remedies which it was proposed to apply? 
Something had been said about commissioners, but suitors 
expected to have their causes tried by the superior jadges 
of the land, and they had a right to have them so tried, 
To his mind it was very unsatisfactory to have them tried 
by commissioners. A suggestion had been referred to, 
that while the civil cases were left to the ordinary judges, 
the criminal cases might be tried by commissioners, but it 
seemed to him. of great importance that the criminal 
business should be dealt with by the regular judges, in so 
far as it came within their jurisdiction, and that there 
would be serious distrust felt if that was not done. The 
true remedy for the evil which existed, and which he 
owned was of considerable magnitude, particularly in 
Manchester and Liverpool, and perhaps other large places, 
wag that which had been pointed to by his hon. and 
learned friend the member for Durham. More judges 
ought to go to those places—three, perbaps, instead of 
two—and if that wae done he believed it would be a com- 
plete remedy for the evil. 

Sir H. Jackson bore testimony to the excellent working 
of the Judicature Acts, particularly in the Chancery Divi- 
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sion, There had been of late years a great increase in 
the amoznt of litigation, and he believed the cause of this 
was to be found in the greater facilities for trying cases. 
In his opinion the evil which pressed on suitors was not 80 
much that of delay as that of expense. To the Chancery 
Division witnesses were now brought from all parts of the 
kingdom for the purpose of vivd voce examination, and the 
expense of keeping them in London was a various serious 
matter. Sooner or later it would be found, he believed, 
that the country would not submit to it. No doubt in the 
other divisions of the court the same evil was more or less 
felt. The present system offered great facilities to rich 
suitors, but pressed hardly on those who were poor. At 
some time or other a remedy must be found—by an exten- 
sion of the jurisdiction of the county courts or in some 
other way—for an evil which had increased, was increasing, 
and ought to be diminished. 





Obituarp. 


MR JAMES WASON. 


Mr. James Wason, solicitor, of Liverpool and Birken- 
head, died at 7, Hamilton-square, Birkenhead, on the 2nd 
inst. Mr. Wason was the son of Mr. James Wason, of 
Bristol. He practised for several years at Bristol, 
but afterwards removed to Liverpool. In 1852 he was 
appointed by the late Mr. Harden, judge of county 
courts for circuit No. 7, to be registrar of the county 
court at Chester, and he removed his residence to that 
city, though retaining offices at Bristol. In 1865 he was 
transferred to the registrarship of the court at Birkenhead, 
and removed to that place from Chester. After the 
passing of the Judicature Act he was appointed district 
registrar at Birkenhead. Mr. Wason was universally 
esteemed both at Liverpool and at Birkenhead, and his 
death is much lamented. His son, Mr. James Wason, 
jon., was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and is also a 
notary public. 


MI. EDWARD BASIL JUPP, F.S.A. 


Mr. Edward Basil Jupp, F.S.A., solicitor, of Carpenters’ 
Hall, died at his residence, 4, The Paragon, Blackheath, 
on the 30th ult., after a very short illness. Mr. Jupp was 
the son of Mr. Richard William Jupp, solicitor, of Carpen- 
ters’ Hall. He wasadmitted a solicitor in 1836, and was 
associated in business with his father and with his brother, 
the late Mr. Richard Samuel Jupp, who was for many 
years clerk to the Court of Requests for the City of 
London. On his father’s death, about thirty years ago, 
he succeeded to the office of clerk to the Carpenters’ 
Company, and retained the office until his death. 


MR. HENRY FRANCIS PURCELL. 


Mr. Henry Francis Purcell, barrister, died on the 4th 
inst. Mr. Parcel] was born in 1842, and waa a gradaate 
of Trinity College, Dublin, and he was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1866, He formerly 
practised on the Norfolk Circuit, and at the Buckingham. 
shire and Bedfordshire Sessions, and in 1869 he acted as 
secretary to the Royal commission for ioquiring into the 
existence of corrupt practices in the borough of Bridge- 
water. Mr. Purcell was professionally engaged in conneo- 
tion with the Tichborne case ; he attended the commission 
for the examination of witnesses at Lima, and twice pro- 
ceeded to Australia for the same purpose. Throughout 
the trial of the ejectment he held a watching brief for the 
trustees of the Doughty Estates, and before the conclusion 
of the trial at bar he proceeded to New York on behalf of 
the Treasury to investigate the trath of the allegations 
made by the witness Louie. In 1874 Mr. Farcell left 
England for Bombay, and was soon successful in obtaining 
practice in the High Court of that presidency, and he was 
engaged (aa one of Mr. Serjeant Ballantine’s juniors) for 
the defence of the Guikwar of Baroda. Mr. Purcell’s 
death was caused by fever, brought on by exposure when 


Zeqal News. 


In the House of Commons on Thursday evening, in 
answer to Mr. Dalrymple, Mr. Gerard Noel was understood 
to say that the (ioverament had no intention of removi 
Mr, Justice Fry to a new court, the present one, although 
not all that could be desired, being, as he was informed, 
well lighted and ventilated. Objection had been taken by 
the learned judge to the retiring room, and the matter was. 
now under consideration. 


On Wedneaday the egg outrage was brought before Vice. 
Chancellor Malins on an application by Mr. Glasse, Q.C., 
that the prisoner might be allowed to clear his contempt 
by making an ample apology, which he was prepared to 
do. ‘The Vice-Chancellor said he regretted very much 
that the man had been kept so long in prison. He had 
been daily expecting that an application would have been 
made for his discharge. It was quite true that the conduct 
of the plaintiff deserved a severe punishment, bat he 
thought the punishment had been quite sufficient. As far 
as his lordship was concerned, he could only say he should 
be most anxious that the discharge should be made as soon 
as possible; at the same time it was right that counsel 
should be informed that he had received several letters, 
from which it was evident that the man was under some 
strange delusion, and how far this delusion might be 
dangerous it was impossible for him to know. Therefore 
he thought, in the circumstances, that before the prisoner 
was discharged he should be seen by some medical gentle- 
man of experience in such matters, and he would suggest 
that the Lord Chancellor's Principal Examiner in Lunacy, 
Dr. Robertson, should be instructed to make a report upon 
the state of the prisoner’s mind, and for that purpose his 
lordship thought the matter should stand over for cone 
sideration. 


In the House of Commons on Thursday evening, in 
answer to a question on the report of the committee with 
regard to the legal business of the Government, Mr. 
W. H. Smith said :—The reports of the committee, three in 
number, are divisible as follows:—1. Relating to the re- 
muneration of the law officers. The recommendations of 
the committee have been generally adopted. A new 
Treasury minute amending the definition of “contentious 
business,” as suggested by the committee, has been issued, 
and the more comprehensive definition has had the effect, 
as was contemplated i A the committee, of obviating some 
questions between the law officers and the several Govern- 
ment departments. 2. (Reports 2and3.) Relating to the} 
business of the several Government departments. Of 
several departments reported on by thecommittee, the follow- 
ing were the subject of special recommendations :— Office of 
Works, War Office, Admiralty; while it was suggested 
that, on the occurrence of a vacancy in the office of Queen's 
Proctor, the business should be transferred to the depart. 
ment of the Solicitor to the Treasury. The recommendations 
of the committee with respect to all the above-mentioned 
departments have been carried into effect. The solicitor- 
ships of the Office of Works and of the Admiralty and the 
assistant solicitorship of the War Office have been abolished, 
and the Treasury Solicitor has been appointed Queen's 
Proctor, in which capacity he conducts all the business 
relating to the administration of the personal estates of 
intestutes as wellas the duties imposed on that officer by 
statute in reference to intervention in divorce matters. 
The financial results of the above changes are as follow 
(omitting the results in resect of the Queen's Proctor’s 
business, as sufficient time has not yet elapsed to test the 
financial working of the new arrangement, the late Queens 
Proctor honing been remunerated by bills of costa, not by 
salary) :—Under the old system the legal staff of the Office 
of Works cost (forsalaries only) £2,985 ; War Office, £2,850; 
Admiralty, £2,900—£8,735. The legal work of the above 
departments is now transacted in the department of the 
Solicitor to the Treasury at a cost of £6,000, showing & 
saving of £2,735, or over thirty per cent. The above com 

arison is limited to salaries only. There is, however, 

ittle doubt that the concentration of the above legal busi- 
ness under the Treasury Solicitor will lead to a reduction 





on a shooting expedition. He leaves a widow and four 
children, 


in the ordinary legal charges. 
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Appotnutaents, Ete. 


Mr, Watrzr Grorce AnpREwES (of the firm of Hollings- 
worth, Tyerman, & Andrewes), of 4, East India-avenue, 
Jeadenhall-street, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
ome Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
England. 


Mr. Joun Barnes, solicitor, of Newbury, has been ap- 

inted Clerk to the Kingsclere Board of Guardians, the 
Ffagistrates of the Kingsclere Division, the Commissioners of 
Taxes, the Highway Board, and the Trustees of the Whit- 
church Galdermaston Turnpike Trust. 


Mr. J. Carvzss, jun., has been appointed Joint-Registrar 
of the Hereford County Court, and of the District Registry 
of the High Court of Justice. Mr. Carless was admitted 
in Easter Term, 1864, and since the year 1868 has held the 
office of town clerk of the city of Hereford. He is also clerk 
to the Hereford Urban Sanitary Authority. 


Mr. Wiuu14m Downes Grirritu, barrister, has been 
appointed Judge of County Courts for Circuit No. 25 
Sibvetbenaptos, Walsall, and Oldbury), in succession to 
Mr. Alfred Martineau. Mr. Griffith is an A.B. of Trinity 
College, Dublin. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Easter Term, 1855, and has practised in the 
courts of equity. He was appointed Attorney-General 
for the Cape of Good Hope in 1866, but retired on 
a pension on the introduction of responsible government in 
the colony. He is the author of works on bankruptcy and 
on the Judicature Acts. . 


Mr. FrepericK KruckEnBere, of the principal probate 
and divorce registry of the High Court of Justice, has been 
appointed by the Right Hon. Sir James Hannen to be Dis- 
trict Probate Registrar for the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
in the place of Mr. John Bailey Langhorne, deceased. 


Mr. Freperick MerryweaTuHEer Burton, solicitor, of 
Gainsborough, has been unanimously elected Clerk to the 
Gainsborough Highway Board, in the place of Mr. Thomas 
Hugh Oldman, resigned. Mr. Burton was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1851, and is also registrar of the Gainsborough 
County ee. and clerk to the Commissioners of Land and 

‘axes, 





Suciteties. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday last, the 13th inst., Mr. E. 
Tarner Payne, of Bath, in the chair, the other directors 
present being Messrs. Brook, Hedger, Price, Rickman, 
Shirley (of Doncaster), and Young, and Mr. Eiffe (secre- 
tary). A sum of £200 was distributed in grants of assist- 
ance, twenty-eight new members were admitted to the 
segociation, and other general business was eransacted. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening last, the above society held its 609th 
ordinary meeting in the library room of the Law Society, 
Mr. Tertius J. Hadley presiding. A discussion took place 
on the following question :—‘' A. agrees with Messrs. B. & 

», in writing, to purchase of them ‘the cargo of flour 
per ship Essex,’ and immediately upon signing the 
tontract he effects an insurance thereon. Before The 
Ewe has completed the lading of half the cargo in the 
wd of Sopertare, she is struck by lightning and sunk. 

A., who has accepted bills for the amount of flour 

] shipped, sue the underwriters?” The speakers in the 

affirmative were Messrs. S. C. Hadley, Kemp, Hargreave, 

and Tyler; in the negative, Messrs. Deakin, Wright, 

Ed is, and Shore. The voting was in favour of the 

ve by a small majority. A vote of thanks to the 
thairman concluded the meeting. 


———— 


Courts. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
Common Przas Division. 
(Before Grove and Lorgs, JJ.) 
June 6.—In re George Frederick Druce (a Solicitor). 


Murray, on behalf of the Incorporated Law Sooiety.— 
My lords, this is a case against a solicitor of the name of 
George Frederick Druce, against whom a rale was obtained 
upon & certified copy of a conviction for obtaining money 
by false pretences and a sentence of twelve months’ im- 
prisonment. This rule has not been served, and a diffi- 
culty arises from the solicitor being in gaol. The governor 
of the gaol declining to allow access to the prisoner, which 
was @ very extraordinary course to take, a communication 
was made to the Secretary of State upon the subject, and 
after some little correspondence I have this letter from 
the Under-Secretary of State. This is addressed to the 
secretary of the Law Society :—“ Whitehall, 9ch May, 
1877. sir,—I am directed by Mr. Secretary Cross to 
acknowledge the receipt of your farther letter of the 2nd 
inst, on the question of serving a rule upon Joseph John 
Alley Jones ”—that is another case which will imme- 
diately succeed this, and what I am about to say applies 
to both cases—‘‘ upon Joseph John Alley Jones, a convict, 
now in Pentonville Prison, to show cause why he should 
not be struck off the roll of solicitors, and, in reply, I am to 
state for the information of the society that if on an appli- 
cation to the court to take the case ex parte or to enlarge 
the rule on the ground of the difficulties. felt by the 
Secretary of State in the matter, the court expressed an 
opinion that the rule could with fairness and propriety be 
served upon a convict, Mr. Cross would be prepared to 
act in accordance with such expression.” I apprehend 
your lordships would, unhesitat ingly, express that opinion. 
It is quite contrary to the rule of .he court for about 150 
years—the notion that a solicitor is to remain an officer of 
the court while in prison. 

Grove, J.—The difficulty that occurs to the court is 
this—suppose the court express the opinion, and he is 
served, then he cannot appear. The service is no use in 
the world. 

Murray.—He can appear in the same way that all other 
convicted solicitors have appeared. They have appeared 
in the Qneen’s Bench several times. 

Grove, J.—When they have been convicted ? 

Murray.—They have appeared and showed no cause, 
there being no cause to show. 

Grove, J.—It can only be by habeas corpus. 

Murray.—They can be brought up by habeas corpus. 
That is the practice from Lord Mansfield’s time down to 
the present. There are shoals of cases in the books where 
a convicted solicitor has been served with the rule. 

Grove, J.—I mean he ought to have the opportunity 
I should think Lord Mansfield would not say a man is to 
be served without the opportunity of coming up. The 
question is, what opportunity has he ? 

Murray.—He will have the ordinary opportunity that 
every prisoner has, 

Groves, J.—It must be done by the order of the court or 
the permission of the Secretary of State. 

Murray.—The governor will have no difficalty in letting 
a legal adviser have access to him. 

Grovz, J.—The master tells me frequently service has 
been made in prison with the consent of the governor. 
Therefore the governor who objects to service may also 
object to allowing a solicitor to see him. 

‘urray.—There is no suggestion of any difficulty; they 
merely want the consent of your lordships that the solicitor 
msy not remain in prison without the opportunity of 
Grove, J.—I think you may take the intimation that 
the court think there ought to be an opportanity of serving 
him, but accompanied with an intimation that he can 

either have the opportunity of employing a solicitor to 

answer for him, or, if he wishes to appear in person, that 

he should be brought up under Aabeas corpus and that will 





apply to both cases. 
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(Before Grove and Lorss, JJ.) 
June 13.—In re Henry Joseph Grueber (a Solicitor). 


Murray, who appeared for the Incorporated Law Society, 
applied to have made absolute a rule obtained by the Incor- 


-corporated Law Society calling upon Henry Joseph Grueber, 


a solicitor of the High Court, to answer the matters of an 
affidavit, and, in default of a satisfactory answer, to show 
cause why he should not be struck off the rolls. 

Grove, J.—This case is a very clear case, and in one re- 
spect a very painful case. When I call it a painful case I 
am not speaking of the duty of the court to strike a solici- 
tor off the rolls, because, although that in many cases is 
painful, here it seems to me our duty is so clear that it 
would be affectation to express regret, or to regret that a man 
who has wholly abused his office of solicitor should be re- 
moved from that office ; but it is a terrible thing that a 
woman, who appears from her confidential relation to her 
mistress to have been left a small sum which would give 
her an income sufficient for her wants during the remainder 
of her life, should be deprived of that. In addition to what 
the learned counsel has said to us I have glanced over the 
affidavits and the letters from the solicitorin question. The 
case is so clear that it needs no comment. A sum of £800, 
besides £50, was left to Elizabeth White by her mistress, 
Miss Hesketh, and the £800 was left to executors to invest 


forher. Mr. Garner, the acting executor, gave this sum of 
money, £800, to the solicitor for the purpose of investing 


it. He pretended to have invested it, showed her some 


documents which led her to suppose it was invested, paid 


her for some time the quarterly portions of the annuity, 
£56 14s. 8d., which he said the amount produced, for two 


or three quarters, then discontinued the payments, and upon 
the office which he had named, the Prudential Office, and 


other offices being inquired at it was found it was not in- 


vested either in the office he had named or in any 
office. He gave no answers to the letters which were ad- 
dressed to him about this matter, and does not appear here 
to show cause. The case is perfectly clear. It seems to me 
abundantly clear this is not a man who can remain on the 


rolls of this court. He has grossly misconducted himself. 


He has in fact appropriated to his own use £800, and under 
circumstances, such as I have stated, where his dishonesty 
ought to have been restrained if it could be supposed any- 
He not only abused the confi- 
dential character in which he stood in relation to the testa- 
trix, but appropriated money left for the subsistence of a 
poor but, I presume, faithful servant to afford her an income 


thing would restrain it. 


upon which she could have lived in her position with toler- 


able comfort for the remainder of her days. It is not acase 


in which it is necessary to enter farther into the facts. It 


seems to me clear that this man ought not to remain upon 
the rolls. Therefore the order is that he be struck off the 
-rolls, or that the proper form of order, whatever it is, should 


be granted. 








Leqtslattow of the tieek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 8.—Law or Evipence AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Maxriaces Lecatization (Sr. Prrer’s, ALMONDsEURY). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Bar Epvucation anp DiscrPuine. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


ConsoLipatep Funp (£5,900,000). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Customs, Intanp Revenve, asp Savines Banxs. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


June 11.—Royat Commission. 
__ The Royal assent was given by commission to the follow- 
ing Bills, the Royal commissioners being the Lord 
‘Chancellor, the Marquis of Hertford, and Earl Beau- 
champ:—The Consolidated Fund (£5,900,000), the 
Customs, Inland Revenue, and Savings Banks, the 
Edinb District and Water, the Cork and Macroom 
Direct ilway, the London, Brighton, and South Const 
Railway (Various Powers), the Longton Corporation, the 





———<— 
Middlesborough Corporation, the Nottingham Borough Ex. 
tension, the Sittingbourne Gas, the Warrington Corporation 
Gas, the Stamford Water, the Sligo Harbour Commissioners, 
the Somersetshire Drainage, the Maryport District ang 
Harbour Gas, the Alliance and Dublin Consumers Cea, 
and De Virte’s Naturalization. 


Law or EvipenceE AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Marriaces Lecatzation (St. Perer’s, ALMonDszury,) 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Crown OFfFice. 

The Lorp CuaNncELLor, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said that at present there were a number of public 
documents prepared on parchment, and engrossed in g 

articular form, which had been in use for a very great 
ength of time. It was quite possible that in the case of 
many of those documents the form might with advan 
be altered, and printed paper might be substituted for 
engrossed parcament. It was not, however, safe to make 
such changes without parliamentary authority. It was 
proposed by this Bill that a committee should be formed 
of some of the great officers of State, which committes 
was to have power to make rules as regarded the prepara 
tion of those public documents, both as to the form and the 
substitution of printed paper for engrossed parchment. The 
Bill proposed to deal with another matter. At present the 
Great Seal and the Privy Seal were affixed to documents by 
the somewhat clumsy and somewhat rude arrangement of 
an impression made on wax. In letters patent more 
especially, of which there were about 100 issued every week, 
that mode of affixing the Great Seal was certainly incon 
venient. It made the document itself more bulky, and the 
wax was liable to be broken. This Bill gave authority to 
the committee to direct that the impression of either of 
those seals may be affixed by means of wafer or embossed 
paper instead of by wax. A third object proposed to be 
effected by the Bill was that of providing for a record tobe 
kept in the Crown Office of all justices of the peace 
appointed in pursuance of any commission of the peace 
issued by her Majesty. At present the names of the justices 
were inserted in the commission, but no schedule of the 
magistrates appointed was kept in the Crown Office.—The 
Bill was read a second time. 


Quarter Sessions (BorovGus). 

Lord WINMARLEIGH, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said that under two existing Acts of Parliament 
the town council of a corporate city or town could by reso 
lution appoint an assistant barrister to sit in one division 
of the court of quarter sessions; but a resolution of the 
council was required on each occasion when such a powet 
was proposed to be exercised, and the assistant barrister 
was not entitled to claim remuneration for more than two 
days in a session. The object of this Bill was to enable 
town councils to pass such a resolation for a whole yer 
instead of for a session, and to extend to four daysina 
session as the time for which the assistant barrister might 
claim remuneration. In Liverpool and other large towns 
it was found that two days’ assistance from a barrister L 
pointed under the existing law was not sufficient.— 
Bill was read a second time. 


Loca Government Provisional Orvers (ALTRINCHAM, 
&c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Locat Government (Gas) ProvistonaL ORDERS 
(Preven, &c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
June 11.—Pusiic Heauru (Merropotis). 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Merrorouran Commons ProvisionaL Orpen. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Punsiic Recorp Orrtce. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Removat or Wrecks. 
This Bill passed through committee, 
: Soxicrrors’ EXAMINATION. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
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Costs mv Liset Acttons. 
Sir C. O’LocHLEN introduced a Bill to amend the law in 
Ireland as to the cost of actions for libel. 


Prisons. 
This Bill, as amended, was further considered, a nd 
geveral amendments were proposed, but rejected. 


Canat Boars. 
This Bill was referred to a select committee. 


Merropouiran Commons. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


ReEMovAL OF WRECKS. 
This Bill as amended was cousidered, and ordered for 
third reading. 
June 13.—PartiaMENTARY Recistration (IRELAND). 
This Bill, on the motion for second reading, was re- 
jected, on a division, by 175 to 66. 
Lzeat Practitioners, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Stico Boroven (Ireanp). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
Kinestown Boroveu (Iretanp). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Assistant County Surveyors (IREzAnp). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Eiementary Epvucatron ProvistonaL OrpEers ConFIRMA- 
tIon (Lonpon). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Gas anp Water Orpers Conrirmation (Brorron, &c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Tuementary Epucation Provistonan Orpers ConrirMa- 
Tron (Carnirr, &c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Provisional OrpEers (IRELAND) CoNFIRMATION 
(Hotywoop, &c.). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Toca, GoveRNMENT ProvistonaL Orpers (BRIDLINGTON, 
&c.). 
‘This Bill was read a third time. 


Removal or WRECKS. 
‘This Bill was read a third time. 


Pustic Lrsrartes Acts AMENDMENT (No. 2). 
This Bill was read a second time. 








Law Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finau Examination. 
April, 1877. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
wll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examiners re- 
‘ommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 

~six, as being entitled to honorary distinction:— 
Whitehouse, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
LM. & J, Whitebouse, of Wolverhampton, and Mr. G. J. 
w,.of London. 
Gatey, jun., who served his clerkship to Mr. 
eorge Gatey, of Ambleside, Westmoreland. 

Rowland Ellis Hodgson, who served his clerkship to 

Musre, Cunliffe, Leaf, & Co., of Manchester. 
Alexander Allen Taylor, who served his clerk- 
« esars. Lowe, Moss, & Moss, of Hull. 
) Council of the Incorporated Law Society bave 
‘cordingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 
To Mr. Whitehouse, the prize of the Honourable Society 
Clifford’ s-inn, 


Sd Gatey, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
“inn, 
To Mr, Hodgson and Mr. Taylor, prizes of the Incorpo- 
Law Society. 
examiners have also certified that the following 
dates, under the age of twenty-six, whose names are 


placed in {alphabetical order, passed examinations which 
entitle them to commendation :— 

Clement Meacher Bailhache, LL.B., who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Rooke & Son, of London. 

William Crouch, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Tindal & Baynes, of Aylesbury, and Messrs. Pyke, Irving, 
& Pyke, of London. 

Basil Arnold Dyer, who served his clerkship to Mr. J. H. 
Dyer, of Bath. 

George Godfrey Gray, jun., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Meadows & Elliott, of Hastings, and Messrs. Shaen, 
Roscoe, & Massey, of London. 

Thomas Hood, who served his clerkship to Mr. J. R. 
Stubbs, of Middlesborough. ° 

Robert Norris, jun., who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Norris & Sons, of Liverpool. 

William Paisley, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Hayton & Simpson, of Cockermouth. 

George Cosens Prior, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
M. J. Sowton, of Chichester, and Mr. H. Sowton, of London. 

Thomas Eustace Smith, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
E. Thompson Smith, of Colchester, and Messrs. Evans & 
Eagles, of London. 

The council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 144 ; 
of these, 132 passed and 12 were postponed. 

By order of the council, 
E. W. Writ1Amson, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The under-mentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday 
called to the degree of barrister-at-law :— 

LiNcouLn’s-InN.—George Jasper Nicholls (late of St. 
John’s College, Cambridge), of the Bengal Civil Service ; 
Albert Kowland Cluer, B.A. Oxford (Tancred Law 
Student) ; Thomas Raleigh, B.A., Oxford, Fellow of All 
Souls’ College; Charles Edward MacLaren, B.A., Oxford ; 
Henry Aldenburg Bentinck, B.A., Oxford : John Gowen 
Collins, B.A., Oxford; Richard Garnett Janion, B.A., 
Oxford ; Josegh Birdsall Jones; John Robert Freeman; 
James Douglas White; Broome Lake Witts, LL.B., Cam- 
bridge ; Robert William Rankine Wilson; Arthur Alliott 
Wells, LL.D., London (holder of Studentship in Juris- 
prudence and Roman Civil Law, C.L.E. Hilary Term, 
1876); Archibald Arthur Prankerd, Worcester College, 
Oxford (Vinerian Law Scholar and Law Exhibitionerin Lon- 
don University); George Eldon Manisty (St. John’s College, 
Cambridge), of the Bengal Civil Service; and James 
Joseph Enslie, of her Majesty’s Consular Service, Japan, 
Esqge 

InnER TEMPLE,—John Lister, M.A., Oxford; William 
John Stewart, B.A., Oxford ; Charles Alexander Pidcock, 
Cambridge ; H Savile Ward Evans, M.A., Cambridge ; 
Arther Stewart Daniell, B.A., Oxford ; Walter Howman 
Buddicom, B.A., Oxford; George Harold Urmson, B.A., 
Oxford; Sidney Smelt, Cambridge; William Nicholls 
Willink ; Charles Pilling M‘Keand; Henry Gilbert Rawson, 
B.A., Oxford; Thomas Willes Chitty; Louis Wilfred 
Guise Rivett-Carnac; Thomas Newman Frederick Bardwell, 


| M.A., Oxford ; Henry Philip Le Breton, LL.B., Cambridge; 


Ellis Ashmead Bartlett, M.A., Oxford; Percy Bolland 
Adams, B.A., Cambridge; Archibald Weyland Ruggles- 
Brise, Cambridge; Goddard H. Orpen, B.A., Dublin 
(holder of a studentship awarded Trinity, 1875); Benjamin 
Arthur Smith, B.A., Cambridge; Roger Campbeil Lyall, 
B.A., Oxford; Ysidro Francis Edgeworth, B.A., Oxford ; 
John Augustus Gurner, LL.B., Cambridge; Henry 
Edward Beck, M.A., Cambridge; Hendrik Cloeté; John 
Lawson Walton, London; Lionel Edward Pyke, B.A., 
and Ist LI..B., honours, London; Isidore Frederick 
Hellmuth, LL.B., Cambridge; Nathaniel Cartwright; and 
James Wills Robinson, Esqs. 

Mippts Temere.—William Francis Ross-Lewin Bilis, 
of Trinity College, Cambridge, B.A.; the Hon, John 
Bernard Coleridge, of Trinity College, Oxford, B.A.; 
Walter Chamberlayne Ingles-Chamberlayne, of Pembroke 
College, Oxford, M.A.; Michael Grace Guiry, of Trinity 
College, Dublin, M.A., LL.B.; John Franklen Thomas- 





Peter, of St. John’s College, Cambridge, B.A. ; Beaumont 
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Morice, of the University of London ; Ninian Hill Thom. 
son, of the Scots Bar, and Balliol College, Oxford, M.A. ; 
John Lowndes Yates, of Trinity Hall, Cambridge ; Charles 
Francis Morrell, of Lincoln College, Oxfo d, B.A.; Purna 
Chundra Sen, of the University of London ; Akhoy Coomar 
Radra; Gerald Loftus Torin Peacocke; Crarles Joseph 
Henry Corbett, of New College, Oxford, B.A. ; Julian 
Stafford Corbett, of Trinity College, Cambridge, LL.B. ; 
Alfred Henry Ruegg; Jogendra Nath Sircar; William 
Henry Barlow; Thomas Turquand Fillan, holder of a 
Studentship in Roman Law from the Council of Legal 
Education ; Barthelemy Hardy Colin; David Rodger, of 
the University of Glasgow ; John Martin Danavall ; Claude 
Charles Molyneux Plumptre, holder of a Scholarship in 
Common Law granted by the Hon. Society of the Middle 
Temple; William Garth, of Merton College, Oxford, B.A. ; 
Races Uddin Ahmed ; Charles Alfred Cripps, of St. John’s 
College, Oxford, Fellow and B.A., bolder of a Studentship 
from the Council of Legal Education in Roman Law and 
Jurisprudence; and Toru Hoshi, Esqs. 

Gray’s-Inn.—John Charles Lewis Coward, of Corpus 
Christi College, Cambridge, B, A., Esq. 





UNIVERSITY OF CAMBRIDGE. 
SpeciaL Examination 1n Law anD Histoxy. 
Law. 

First Class.—J. R. Davies, St. John’s, and White, Pem- 
broke, xq. ; Maitland, Trinity. 
Second Class.—Barlow, Trinity Hall; Bentinck, Trinity ; 
Boucher, St. John’s; Cann, Pembroke; F. S. Clarke, 
Trinity ; Dodds, Trinity ; Fitch, Corpus; Gartside, St. 
John’s ; Hughes, Jesus ; Ireland, St. John’s; Leith, Trinity 
Hall ; Luddington, Jesus; Noble, Trinity; A. W. Pearson, 
Trinity ; Prior, Pembroke; C. H. Simpson, St. John’s; H. 
Thompson, St. John’s; Vickers, Trinity. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


OURT O Master OF THE 
Date. ee oF rodeo V. C. Mains, 
Monday, June 18Mr. Ward Mr. Kove Mr. Farrer 
Tuesday ...... 19 Pemberton Clowes King 
Wednesday .. 20 ard Koe Farrer 
Thursday .... 21 Pemberton Clowes King 
Friday ...... 22 Ward Clowes Farrer 
Saturday .... 23 Pemberton Kee King 
V.0. Bascom. V.0.Huc, ‘Mr Justice 
Monday, June 18Mr. Leach Mr. Holdship Mr. Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 19 Latham Teesdale Milne 
Wednesday.... 20 Leach Holdship Merivale 
Thursday .... 21 Latham Teesdale Milne 
Friday ...... 22 Leach Holdship Merivale 
Saturday...... 23 Latham Teesdale Milne 





SUMMER CIRCUITS. 
WESTERN. 
Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Lindley, J. 


Winchester, Thursday June 28 (causes not to be heard 


before Monday July 2); Salisbury, Thursday July 5 


Dorchester, Monday July 9; Exeter and city, Thursday 
Jaly 12; Bodmin, Thursday Jaly 19; Wells, Tuesday 


July 24; Bristol, Monday Jaly 30. 
MIDLAND. 
Mellor, J., and Pollock, B. 


Sou TH-HasTeen, 
Brett, L.J., and Sir FitzJames Stephen, Q.C, 
Lewes, Wednesday July 4; Maidstone, Monday J uly 9; 
Chelmsford, Monday July 16; Hertford, Thursday J aly 
19; Huntingdon, Tuesday July 24; Cambridge, Thursday 
July 26; Bary, Monday July 30; Norwich, Friday 
August 3. 
NortTHERN. 
Denman, J., and Hawkins, J. 
Carlisle, Wednesday June 27 ; Appleby, Tuesday Jaly 3; 
Lancaster, Wednesday July 4; Manchester, Satarday July 
7; Liverpool, Monday July 23. 
Oxrorp. 
Huddleston, B., and Lopes, J. 
Reading, Wednesday June 27; Oxford, Saturday Jung 
30; Worcester, Wednesday July 4; Stafford, Tuesday July 
10 ; Shrewsbury, Saturday July 21 ; Hereford, Wednesday 
Jaly 25; Monmouth, Saturday July 28; Gloucester, 
Thursday August 2. 
NortH Wates. 
Kelly, C.B. 
Newtown, Monday July 2; Dolgelly, Thursday Jaly 5; 
Carnarvon, Monday July 9; Beaumaris, Thorsday July 12; 
Ruthin, Monday July 16; Mold, Thursday July 19 ; Cheg- 
ter, Saturday July 21; Swansea, Saturday July 28. 


South WALES. 
Bramwell, L.J. 

Carmarthen, Monday July 2; Cardigan, Friday July 6; 
Haverfordwest, Tuesday July 10; Brecon, Saturd:y Joly 
14; Presteign, Thursday July 19; Chester, Saturday July 
21; Swansea, Saturday July 28. 

The commission for the Surrey Assizes will be opened 
at Croydon on Saturday July 21, and business wi!l com- 
mence on Monday the 23rd. The Lord Chief Justice of 
England and Grove, J., will be the judges. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 


A circular has been addressed by Mr. Edmund Kimber to 
the members of the Incorporated Law Society in which he 


says :— 
The foul and foetid stench daily arising at judges’ cham. 
bers, notwithstanding the ridicule of novelists, the scoffs of 
satirists, and the sighs of jurists, is a disgrace to our present 
enlightened age, and the very shame of those in authority 
who are able to remedy it. In the chambers of the chan- 
cery judges it is scarcely any better. I ask you plaialy 
whether you find breathing malaria is conducive to clear 
ness of intellect or calmness of temperament. If you do 
not, pray have the courage to say so. Say so in suchs 
manner that the council who represent us may go with n0 
unmeaning voice to the authorities and demand at once 
remedy, without waiting for the building of the law cours 
(for it is clear they are to be bnilt for posterity—not for 
a remedy for the suke of the health of judges, 
solicitors, clerks, and clients. We all suffer from this dir 
gusting confinement in ante-chambers ; we are kept waiting 
in a space which a sanitary inspector would condemn, eve 
as a pigsty for so many pigs. Intense and earnest 
naturally begets physical heat, and for that very Treason space 
and ventilation are absolutely essential for health. bere = 
ing our institution with the courts, it may truly he said 
the profession abides in palaces, but justice in huts. 1 tu 
ere the warm weather sets in some mercy may be shown to 
those devoted pleaders, counsel, solicitors, and clerks whow 
lot it isto hang about judges’ chambers. There is nots 
single county court or police-court in the m the 























Aylesbury, Monday July 2; Bedford, Thursday July 5; 
Northampton, Monday July 9; Leicester, Thursday July 
12; Oakham, Tuesday July 17; Lincoln, Wednesday July 
18; Nottingham, Monday July 23; Derby, Friday July 
27 ; Warwick, Wednesday Augast 1. 

NortH-Eastern. 
Lush, J., and Manisty, J. 
Newcastle, Saturday June 30; Darham, Saturday July 


business of which is not conducted with better decorum 
dignity, and decency than the chamber business of the 
Court. The evil can be easily remedied. 

1.—Let the common law judges and mas'ers sit regulatl? 
and punctually from ten to four. (At present they oftet 
come late and leave early.) 

2.—Let s copy of every summons be left with the clerk 
who issues it (as in chancery), and a list of the next day 
summonses printed at haif-past four o'clock every a 
(Now there is no list.) 





7; York, Saturday, July 14; Leeds, Saturday July 21. 
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3,—Let a sixth part of the summonses be allotted to every 
hoor in the day, and no distinction be made between those 
attended by counsel and those not. (At present all are 
attended at nearly the same hour, causing much hurry and 
indecent pressure, crowding, and haste.) 

4,—Let no adjournment take place, unless by leave of the 
jadge or master—a note of it being taken (as in chancery). 

5.—Let chairs be provided in the waiting-room, and other 
rooms be provided when the present are not large enough. 
6.—Let a thermometer be kept in every room, and when 
two persons request it, let the window be open both at top 
and bottom. 
7.—Let the waiting- rooms, whether extra-parochial or not, 
be subject to the inspection of the sanitary inspector of the 
parish in which they are situated. 

§,—In cases of great pressure of business, let the judges 
have power to hire rooms of the Incorporated Law Society, 
orof the Inns of Court, in order that it may be conducted 
with decency, order, and health. 

Ihave myself suffered in health from the malaria of these 
‘chambers, and have seen many learned and distinguished 
friends suffer also, and I think the time has now come to sto 
it, Ihave heard many complain, but no one offer to lead. 
have now for a long time past been asked by several friends 
atthe bar, and in my own branch of the profession, to take 
the matter up, because of my public movements in other 
directions, but I have been loath to do it for the reasons 
given by many others—want of time. I look forward, how- 
wer, with dismay to that atmosphere about to be rendered 
still more malarious by the increase of business in consequence 
ofthe Judicature Act and the already long list of causes un- 
heard, and I cannot help doing what I can to alleviate the 
mfferings of my professional brethren, for whom I have 
learnt to entertain a sincere and profound respect. It is, 
however, more a public than a professional question, because 
‘vith the easy despatch of business will come economy to the 


Ishall be obliged, therefore, if you will favour me with 
your views upon the subject ; and if you can, consistently with 
your opinions, sign and return to me the inclosed form of 


aoa. to the council to call a special meeting in the 
l of the society, for the purpose of taking this sanitary 
question into consideration, and devising the best means for 
an instant remedy, and also for the purpose of discussing other 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

BayLey—June 6, at Basingstoke, the wife of W. H. Bayley 
solicitor, of a son. 

Lewis—June 8, at 29, Elsham-road, Kensington, W., the wife 
of William Arnold Lewis, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

MaserLy—June 10, at Greenbank, Eccles, Manchester, the 
wife of Alex. C. Maberly, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

RozsinsoN—Davis—June 7, at St. Lawrence’s Church, New 
Brentford, Thomas James Robinson, solicitor, youngest son 
of the late Henry John Robinson, of New Brentford, to 
Elizabeth Sarah (Lizzie) Davis, stepdaughter of William 
Gomm, of the same place. 

RussELL—SuiPton—June 5, at the parish church, Yoxall, 
Herbert Russell, solicitor, Liohfield, to Sarah Elizabeth, 
eldest daughter of George Harvey Shipton, Bank House, 
Yoxall. 

DEATHS. 

Hunt—June 4, at Yoxall, Charles Hunt, formerly of Wednes- 
bury, solicitor, aged 74. 

InGLERY—June 8, at Ashmead, Carpenter-road, Edgbaston, 
Birmingham, Elizabeth, the widow of the late Clement 
Ingleby, solicitor, aged 94. 

PurRcELL—June 4, Henry Francis Purcell, of Bombay, barris- 
ter-at-law, aged 35. 

Rosinson—June 4, Henry Meggison Robinson, solicitor, of 
Bristol and Brislington, in the county of Somerset, aged 47. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Ss 


questions immediately concerning the welfare of the profession. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuespar, Jane 12, 1877. 
Deane, Henry, and Joshua Sidney Lickorish, Lougiborough, Leicester, 
and 14, Walbrook, London, Attorneys and Solicitors, June 9 
Harrison, George Devereux, and Edward Arthur Bonnor Maurice, 
Welshpool, Montgomery, Solicitors. June 1 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


June 15, 1877. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Fripay, June 8, 1877, 

LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Fine Art Publishing Company, Limited.--Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented June 1, directed to be heard before the MR. on June 16, 

Warmington, Gresham buildings, solicitor for the petitioner 

Patent Gunpowder Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, pre- 

sented June 5, directed to be heard before V.C Bacon on Jute 16. 

Allingham, Old Broad st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Railway Accident Mutual Assurance Company, Limited.—Creditors 

are ired, on or before July 6, to send their names and addresses, 

aud the particulars of their debte or claims, to Samuel Lovelock, 

Coleman st. Friday, July 20, at 11, is appointed for hearing and 

adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Workington Collieries Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an order 

and North-Western ...... a dated March 22, appointed John Ball Ball, Gresham buildings, 

London and South Western.......s.sssee-sseseee 129 Basinghall st, to be official liquidator. 

chester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .......00++ Togspay, June 12, 1877. 


letropolitan Limtrep 1n Coancery. 


a. Bishwell Collieries, Limited.—Creditors are required, oa or before July 

14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Edmund Etlinger, Queen Victoria st. Monday, 
July 23, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
3 


debts and claim 


Bryn y Fferam Slate Quarry Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, by 
0-08 aie dated June 4, appointed John Bail Ball, Gresham buildings, 
Basinghall st, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
befere June 22, to send their names and adcresws, and the partiou- 
lave of their debts or claims, to the above. Friday, July 6, at 12, is 
appuinted for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claim 


Hawne Collieries Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated June 1, it was ordered that the voluntary up 
cf the above company be continued. Hughes and Co, Budge row, 
solicitors for the company 


Industrial Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
ME on 1 it was ordered that the above company be wound 
ul and Co, 
solicitors for 


) church yard, agents for Rodgers and Co, 
Shotteld, the petitioners 
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STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

New Consols Silver and Arsenic Works, Limited.—By an order made 
by the Vice Warden, dated June 2, it was ordered that the volun- 
tary winding up of the above works be continued. Hodge and Oo, 
Traro, agents for Flux and Co, East India avenne, solicitors for the 
voluntary liquidators 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fray, June 1, 1877. 

Carling, William, Newhouses Edge, York, Farmer. 
y Carling, V.C. Malins. Pitman, Nicholas lane 

Chambers, Charles, Highgate. June 30. Cunnington v Waterman, 
V.C. Malins 

Chambers, Anne, Highgate. Jane 30. Cunnington v Waterman, V.C. 
Malins 

Cherer, Joseph Nelson, North Bank, Regent’s park, Gent. June 28, 
Cherer v White, V.C. Hall. Gamlen and Son, Gray’s inn square 

Fowler, William, Chesterfield, Derby, Esq. July 2. Fowler v Fowler, 
M.R. Fowler and Co, Victoria st, Westminster ; 

Moses, Abraham, Russell sq, Gent. June 25, Merton v Joseph, V.C. 
Hall. Joseph, Moorgate st . 

Woolger, George Benjamin, Chertsey, Surrey, Publican. June 27, 
Goodwin v Woolger, M.R. Haynes, Devereux court, Temple 


Touespay, June 5, 1877, 
Coldson, Peter, York, Gent. July 6. Coldsonv Barber, V.C. Malins. 
Grayston, York 


July 5. Dolphin 


Davis, Daniel, Glan-y-cafn, Monmouth, Esq. June 28. Roderick v 
Davies, V.C. Hall. Price, Abergavenny 

Ellis, Mary Jane, Rhydorddwy Fawr, Flint. Jane 30. Sheffield v 
Jones, V.C. Hall. Sisson and George, Rhyl 

Gillam, Thomas, Hythe, Hants, Gent. June 30. Gillam v Gillam, 


V.C. Hall. Hickman and Son 

Markall, John Thurgood, 8t George’s st, St George’s East, Builder, 
June 30. Francis v Markall, V.C. Hall. Turner, Leadenhall st 

Riddel!, James, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Pork Butcher. July 1. 
Leigh v Patten, V.C. Hall. Vaughan, Heaton Norris 

Streatfeild, Sidney Richard, Marlborough hill, St John’s wood, Esq. 
pi 7. Streatfeildy Streatfeild, V.C. Hall. Steward, Lincoln’s inn 

elds 

Young, Maria Teresa, Harley place, Regent’s park. July2. Young v 

ey V.C. Hall. Clarke, Rectory House, St Michael’s alley, 


Farpay, June 8, 1877. 

Balguy, Charlotte, Hazlebrow, Desby. July 12. Mann v Balguy, M.R, 
Barlow and Co, Essex st, Strand 

Dailey, John, Gordon sq, Insurance Broker. July 12, Dailey v 
Hatchinson, V.C. Hall. Letts, Bartlett’s buildings, Holbora circus 

Markham, Isaae, Tardebigge, Worcester, Gardener. June 30. Markham 
v Markham, V.C. Malins. Dale, York 

Moseley, Thomas, Wisewood, York. June 30. Merrill v Merrill, V.C. 
Malins. Ryalls, Sheffield 


Parker. Robert, Preston, Lancashire. July 10. Parker v Parker, 
V.C. Hall. Edelston, Preston 
Poole, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Confectioner. July 10. Hadfield v 


Naish, V.C. Hall. Gratton and Marsden, Chesterfield 
Prime, George King, Anstey Bury Farm, Hertford, Farmer. June 27, 
Prime v Patten, M.R. Hawks, ford 
Royle, Mary Frances, Bishop’s Sutton, Hants. 
Royle, V.C. Bacon. Royle, Moorgate st 
Sarjeant, Hannah, Elm Grove, Worcester. July 10. Pidcock v Gaunt, 
V.C. Hail. Taylor and Co, Furnival’s inn 


June 30. Fryer v 


Smith, George, Aspatria, Cumberland, Farmer. July 5. Hannah v 
Smith, V.C. Malins. Benson, Cockermouth 
Toxspay, June 12, 1877. 

Charitcn, Thomas, Eston, York, Coal Proprietor. July 9. Dodds v 
Charlton, V.C. Malins. Mould, Fenchurch st 

Chinery, William, Matlock, Derby, Surgeon. Jaly 14. Borley v 
Hustler, V.C. Hall. Collins, Wisbach 

Coates, John, Russell et, Bermondsey, Victualler. July 5. Holttum 


v Coates, V.C. Hall. Truefitt and Gane, Bishopsgate st within 
o: se oe United States, Surgeon. July 24. Ford v Bag- 
nall, V.C. Ha 
Hawthorne, Sarah, Dresden, Saxony. July 13. Hawthorne v Kennedy, 
V.C. Hall. White, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Hawthorne, Steele, Dresden, Saxony. July 13. Grabam v Hawthorne, 
V.C. Hall. White, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Hont, Edward, Forest hill, Kent, Watch Material Dealer. July 10. 
Haunt v Haont, V.C. Malins. Saunders, King st, Cheapside 
, Joshua William, Stock Orchard villas, Caledonian rd, Merchant. 
~~ _ Turner v Turner, V.C, Malins. Lidiard, Great James st, 
lord row 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 365. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tvespay, June 5, 1877. 
epee, Mesin, Tunnicliffe, Rochdale, Lancashire. July 2. Roberts, 


Ball, Henry, Princes st, Hanover sq, Tailor. July 6. Smith and Son, 
Furnival’s inn, Holborn : 

Bird, John, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. Aug 4, Hume and Co, Great 
James st, Bedford row 

Biuck, Martha, Birmingham, Butcher. July 30. Jelf, Birmingham 

ete John, Wakefield, York, Hairdresser. July 1. Gill and Hall, 


a 
Brooking, George Thomas, Sussex gardens, Hyde Eoq. a 
Weleum ent Melenn.ancieitass a 


t, Henry, Rochdale, Lancashire, Agent. July 14. Roberts, 
ie 


Denman, Reuben John, High st, Camden town, Grocer. Ang 1, 

Piece, Aivabam, Bosley, Cheshire, Former, 3 Brown 
om, eshire, Parmer. 16, 

Ainsworth, Stock : , ~ “ 


Grew, Susannah, Birmingham, Brush Maker. July 10. Jelf, Bir 
m 


mingha: 
Gundry, yoo Hyde, Dorset, Esq. July 7. Gundry, Bridport 
Harrison, William, Westbourne grove, Ironmonger. July 15, Ven 


Tromp, Essex st, Strand 
Hart, John, Halnaby, York, Farmer. July 6. Raine, Darlington 
Hartley, — Manchester, Beer Retailer. July 29. Nuttall and 


Son, Manchester 
Hawkesworth, Anne, Rock Ferry, Cheshire. July 21. Richardson 
Small, Burton-upon-Trent - . and 
a John, Paris, Esq. July 14. Burgoynes and Co, 


Oxford 
King, Robert Balfour, Southampton. July 4. Hickman and Son, 


Southampton 
Lamb, Ann, St Thomas’ rd, South Hackney. July 18. Allbrook, 
somie te ngs 1, Park t, Regent Kk 
ie, Peter Northall, Park crescent, ent’s x 

Lyne and Holman, Great Winchester st os a a 
Milnes, William, Milmow, Rochdale, Lancashire, Weaver. July 14, 
Roberts, Rochdale 
Mothersill, James Robert, Bowdon, Cheshire, Gent. Aug. Gill ang 
Co, Manchester 
Munt, Elizabeth, Wickham Brook, Suffolk, July 17. Rivington ang 
Phill 5 Thomas Moss, Earlswood, Stafford Esq. July 1. Brevitt 

illips, Thomas Moss, Earlswood, ‘ord, ° 1, 
Wolverhampton ' 
Fame, Sess, Greenhays, Lancashire, Gent. Aug 1. Hartley ang 

pn, Colne 
Plows, Joseph, Birmingham, Umbrella Furniture Manufacturer, July 
30. Jelf, Birmingham 
Ridsdale, William, Milby, York, Drainer. July 9, Hirst and Capa, 
Boronghbridge 
Scoble, James, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Gent. June 30. Paull, Truro 
Shaw, Benjamin, Cambridge sq, Paddington, Barrister-at-Law. July?, 
Bevan and Daniell, Chancery lane 
Sidgwick, Jane, Surbiton, Surrey. Augl. Haycock and Bridgmm, 
College hill 
Snow, Emma, Tredegar sq, Mile End. Aug 1. Blake and Saoy, 
College hill, Cannon st 
peg Fownhope, Hereford. July 24. Gabb and Walfonl, 

venny 
Vannini, Ellena, Charlwood st, Belgrave rd. July 4. Rogers and (Co, 
Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster 
Ware, Richard, The Mount, Hampstead, Gent. July 21. Hocombe, 
Rugby chamb ers, Great James st, Bedford row 
Wickham, John Jewell, Edgbaston, Warwick, Wine Merchant, Aug 
1. Mason, Birmingham 
Fripay, June 8, 1877. 

Adderley, Henry, Inverness terrace, Esq. July 14. Clarkes and Co, 
Gresham House, Old Broad st 
Anderson, Richard, Osgodby, York, Farmer. July 14. Cornwall and 

Watts, Scarborough, York 

Mary, Southborongh, Tunbridge Wells. July 15. Cooperant 
Williams, Brighton 
Bartley, John, Ardingly, Sussex, Pilot. Aug. Clarke and Howidt, 
ti 


B on 
Beckwith, Henry, Garrick st, Covent garden, Gunmaker. Ang |. 
Clarkes and Co, Gresham House, Old Broad st 
Chapman, Sarah, Hatfield, Hertford, Grocer. Sept 1. Annesley, & 
ban’s, Herts 
Clark, Elizabeth, Frederick place, Mile Endrd. July17. Pendergast, 
Commercial rd 
Cosens, Lydia, Meleombe Regis, Dorset. June 30. Ellis and 0o, & 
Swithin’s lane 
Coulson, William, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry, Surgeon, Aug!, 
Letts Brothers, Bartlett's buildings 
Culhane, Morgan, Victoria rd, Kensington, Doctor of Medicine. July 
31. Gosling, Spring gard 
Dodd, Henry, Inkpen, Berks, Farmer. July 24. Pinniger, Newbury 
Dougan, Frances Maria, Greenwich, Kent. July 10. Trollope a 
Winkworth, Abingdon st, Westminster 
Fielden, Joshua, Todmorden, York, Gent. July 14, Stansfield al 
Sager, Todmorden 
, George, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Governor House of Cori 
tion. July 16. Sedgeley and Co, Knutsford, Ch 
Gillman, Frances, Wortbing, Sussex. Aug 1. Olarke and Howls, 


Brighton 
Glascedine, Henry, Bristol, Gent. July 10. Glascodine, Swans, 
Glamorgan 
Hargreaves, Halstead, Shuttleworth, Lancashire, Mechanic. Jane. 
y 
New Accrington, Lancashire. Aug 4. Barlow, Me 


rton, Bar 
Nicol and 0 


Haworth, Ann, 
Accrington 
» Margate, Kent, July 6. Isaacson, 
ordle Oliff, Hants, Esq. July 20. 





Hester, Mary Ann, Navarino rd, Dalston. June 31. 
Lime st 


Johnson, Elizabeth Ma 


Kennard, John Pierse, ot 


Co, Bedford row 

Langford, Right Hon Louisa Augusta, Baroness, Brighton, Sea 
July 7. Freeman and Freeman-Gell, Brighton 

Lindo, Rebekah, Leinster sq, Hyde park, July 19, Lindo sad ® 
King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st 

Morris, Elizabeth, Pistill, Flint. July 14, Gold and Co, Denbigh 

Panton, Paul, Garreglwyd, Anglesea, Esq. July 25, Barber, Baw 


Patey, William, Chapel st, Curtain rd, Perfamer. July 9. Dawe 
Sons, Angel court, Thiogmorton st 

ne, Richard, Goodrich, Hereford, Farmer, Jaly 1. George 

088 

Ratcliffe, John, Lee terrace, Blackheath, Esq. Aug 15. Milne sad 
Harcourt buildings, Temple 

Richards, re igh Almer, Dorset, Yeoman. July 8. Jobes 
Traill, Bland Dorset “3 

Richardson, John, Leeds, York, Gent. Aug 1. Middleton and & 





pay nf Ano, deitreys ré, Lambeth, June 30. Locks, High st, 





Robson, Ji Coandon, Dur Builder, J 4, 
pe ames, » Durham, uly 
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, James, Seldsdon mie Croydon, Licensed Victualler. July 7. 

Borland, High st, Croydon 

Poy Elizabeth Redcliffe gardens, South Kensington. July 18. 
Fraser, Furnival’s inn 

Sowter, v~f ses, Weston, Suffolk. July 31. Cross and Ram, Hales- 


vm 4 Thomas Nash, Bromyard Vicarage, Hereford. June 

Bentley, Worcester 

swift, James, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. July 18. Oppen- 
St Helen’s 

Taylor, Sarah, Birchalls, Stafford, Innkeeper. July 14. Cotterell, 


wi, eee Fownhope, Hereford. July 24. Gabb and Walford, 


Bet iy 1 William, Stock Exchange, Esq. Aug 20. Child, Paul's 
Bakehouse court, Doctors’ commons 
— / mor id a York, Grocer. July 14. Cornwali and 
Watts, Sca 
Womersley, Godtren Scarborough, York, Innkeeper. July 14. Corn- 
walland Watts, Scarborough 


Baukrupts_ 
Fripay, June 8, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 

To Surrender in London. 
Barle, Henry, Buckingham Palace rd, Cement Merchant, Pet June 1. 

y. June 20 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Batchelor, William, Southampton, Hotel Keeper. Pet June 5. Daw, 
jun. Southam» ton, June 27 at il 
Bates, Charles Bromley, March, Cambridge, Ironmonger. Pet June 
9. Gaches. Peterborough, June 23 at 11 
bivarde, Henry, Woolwich, Saddler. Pet June 5. Pitt.Taylor. 
Greenwich, June 26 at 2 
Heinemann, Berthold, Liverpool, Merchant. Pet June 5. Bell- 
ringer. Liverpool, June 19 at 12 
a Samuel, Godmanchester, Huntingdon. Horse Dealer. Pet June 
. Gaches. Peterborough, June 23 at 11 


Toespay, Jane 12, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brinbridge, Thomas Young Campbell, Farnham, Surrey, Gent, Pet 
June 11. White. Guildtord, June 25 atl 
— George John, Market Bosworth, Leicester. Pet June 7. 
Ingram. Leicester, June 25 at 12 
Dobson, Thomas Wrigglesworth, Wakefield, Innkeeper. Pet June 7. 
Mason, Wakefield, June 26 at 11 
Richard ‘a William, South 4-7 York, Builder. Pet 
7. Mason. Waketield, June 25 at 11 
Hall, Matthew, Manchester, ‘Merchant. Pet June 8. Kay. Man- 
chester, June 25 at 10.30 
George, Sunderland, Boot Dealer. Pet June 7. Boulton. 
Sunderland, June 25 at 11 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Frivay, June 8, 1877. 


Norman, Francis Henry, Brighton, Draper. June 6 
Walker, William, Birkenhead, Agent. June 5 


Tusspay, June 12, 1877. 


Grham, Joseph, Workington, Cumberland, Ironmonger. May 2 9 
Johnson, William Edward, Manchester, lronmonger. June 8 4 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Faipay, June 8, 1877, 
Barton, John George, Clement’s —_ Tron Merchant. June 18 at 2 at 
of Harper and Co, Rood 
9 herota Ruddington, = tok me ham, Butcher, June 21 at 4 at 
er gate, Nottingham. Cockayne 
oe Charles Henry, Nottingham, Watchmaker. June 19 at 12 
@ Britannia chambers, Pelham st, Nottingham. Steveuson, Not- | 


| Sang Birmingham, Boot Dealer. June 21 at 10.15 at offices | 
don segeng + Cherry st, Birmingham 
is George , Norfolk, Builder. Tom 25 at 11 at the 
Hotel, Diss. Muskett and Garrod 
Tunstall, Stafford, Miner. June 18 at 2 at offices of 
ee Cher ina ts, anley 
tera Pensnett, Stafford, "Brisk Manufacturer. June 19at 1 at 
st, gg J Hill. Howell 
brown, Freder ick, Bishopsgate st within, Tronfounder. June 29 at 2, 
Offices of Bolton and Co, New eq, Lincoln’s inn 
, St Andrew, Wilts, rocer, June 18 at 2 at offices of 
» City’ chambers, High st, Salisbury 
, John, Stonegravels, Derby, Joiner. “ 25 at 12 at the Star 
p y Chesterne. fae room tee eld a 
axander, ston, C ire, eral Dealer, June2s 
Tat offices of Cooper, Convleton 
oe an o8 h Collier, Manchester, Grocers. June 22 at3at 
os Tr, Bragennose at, Manchester 
Teas, Ree ale, Grocer. iy 19 at4 at the Albion 
wo Manchester. Roberta, Rochdale 
Cardiff, Grocer. June 19 at om Sm of Collins, 
st, Nenyng hong stanley and Wasbro ugh, B: 










Meyrick, Thomas Joseph, Leeds, 


Miller. Henry James, Pembroke, 
offices of 


Ps, Ralph, atidalesboro 


Cook, Margaret, Scarborough. June 21 at 12 at offices of Dawber 
Westborough, Scarborough. Calvert, Scarborough 
Coombs, John Taylor, Portsea, Hants, Engineer R.N. June 21 at 1 at 
12, Great Winchester st. King, Portsea 
Cowie, George Frederik Charlton, —— Joiner. June 16 
at 10.30 at offices of Addenbrooke, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
Cowland, James, Bethnal green rd, Grocer. June 19 at 12 at 4, voted 
st east, London bridge. May and Co, Adelaide place, London bri 
Cox, Arthur, Hendon, Licensed Victualler. June 18 at 1! at offices a 
Coles and Co, Bucklersbury. Natt and Co 
Crewe, William, Bristol, Carver. June 22 at 12 at Haxell’s Royal 
Exeter Hotel, West Strand. Salmon and Henderson, Bristol 
Dalton, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber Merchant. June 25 at 2 
at offices of Cardiff and Burkinshaw, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. Thorney, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Davies, John, Cefentelych, Carmarthen, Farmer. one 18 at 3 at the 
County Court Office, Lampeter. Lloyd, Lampete: 
Davies, Samuel, Blaencum, Carmarthen, Farmer. J' one 15 at 3 at offices 
of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 
> arles, ‘Wednesbury, Stafford,Gas Tabe Merchant. June 21 
at offices of Slater and Marshall, Butcroft, Darlaston 
Davis, Edward, and Thomas Seymour, Gateshead, Durham, Builders. 
June 22 at 2 at offices of Chartres and Youll, Grainger st west, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Dixon, John, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Stone Merchant. June 21 at 
11 at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 
Elton, John, Cinderford, Gloucester, Grecer. Juns 28 at 2 at offices 
of Goold, Newnham 
Eyre, Joseph, Sota, Furniture Dealer. June 28 at 3 at offices 
of Rylance and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 
wostbenta: Richard Mudon, Praed st, Paddington, Grocer. June 19 
atl at offices of Stollard, South Molton st, Oxford st 
Fuller, James George, Hastings, Baker. June 19 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Harold place, Hastings 
Gay, Joseph, Normanton, York, Bootmaker. June 20 at 3 at offices of 
Burton, Wood st, Wakefield 
Gibson, Rev Charles Henry, Walthamstow. June 22 at 2 at offices of 
onan Spital sq 
rick, ovate, Walton, Norfolk, Engineer. Jane 18 at 3 at offices 
on - St Andrew’s Hall Plain, Norwich 
Green, George Edward, Kinver, Stafford, Butcher. June 20 at 11 at 
offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Green, Thomas, Birmingham, no trade. June 21 at 12 at offices of 
Griffin and Griffin, Temple row west, Birmingham 
Gregory, Charles a — out of business. June 21 at 2at offices 
of Mosely, Clare st, Bristo 
Hawkes, William, onl Innkesper. June 26at 11 at 45, East- 
gate st, Gloucester. Franklin 
Hawley, Thomas Prentis, Loughborough rd, North Brixton, Butcher. 
June 21 at 12 atthe London Joint Stock Bank chambers, West 
Smithfield. Hubbard 
Hazelton, Jane Forster, Taunton, Somerset. Jane 18 at 11 at offices 
Reeves, Mary st, Taunton 
Heymer, James Vallance, Crook, Dorham, Clothier. June 2! at 11 at 
ottices of Bond, Coliingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hill, Frederick, Merrington Lane, Durham, Grocer. June 19 at 12 
at ‘offices of Proctor, Silver st, Durham 
Hindle, Henry, and John Hindle, Chorley, Lancashire, Drap ers. June 
19 at 11 at 8, York st, Manchester. Morris, Chorley 
Hodder, William Henry, Barrow-in-Furness, Provision Merchant. 
June 26 at 2:;at the Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. 
Nalder, Barrow-in-Furness 
Hopper, Christy Atkinson, Aberaman, yer ety House Painter. June 
20 at 1 at offices of Linton, Canon st, Aberdar 
Hunt, William, Greenwond rd, Dalston, Steseantile Clerk. June 21 at 
3 at offices of Wragg, Great "St Helen’s 
Jackson, Rose, South Shield:, Durham, Clothier. June 21 at 1 at 
offices of Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Jenkins, George, Newport, Mon, Grocer. June 22 at 12 at offices of 
Vaughan, Dock st, Newport 
Jolly, Robert Henry, Hendon, M.ddlessx, Grocer. June 22 at 3 at the 
Guiidhall Tavern, Gresham st. Woodbridge and Sons, Clifford’s inn 
Jones, Joseph, Birmingham, Commercial Cierk. June 21 at 11 at 
offices of Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich 
Kaufmann, Siegmund, Hatton garden, a of Watches. July 2 
at 3 at offices of Lewis aud Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 
Kent, Joshua William, Stratford, Essex, Commercial Traveller. June 
21 at2 at offices of Bird, Great St Helen’s 


Linley, Arthur, Great St Helen's, Merchant. June 19 at 12 at the 


Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Blake, Bell yard, Doctors’ commoas 


Lovett, George, qc gg Jane 20 at 12.30 at the Haunch of 


Venison Hotel, Bedworth. Hughes and Masser, Coventry 
Malvern, Samuel, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Brush Manufacturer. June 
26 at 3 at offices of Dod and Longs.affe, Bernars st, Oxford st 


McGill, Edward William, Easton, Gloucester, out of business. June 18 


at 12 at offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Price, Bristol 


Draper. June 21 at S at offices of 
Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 


—— Henry, Binegar, Somerset, Farmer. Jane 19 at 3 at the 


t, 
. Shepton Mallet. Hobbs, jun, Wells 
Tallow Chandler. June 25 at 2 at 


Slowsds Hi 


‘ulm, Pembroke 


— Thomas, Oldham, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Jane 20 at 3 


Ascroft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 


Mole, James, Allsop Lene Baker st, Joiner. June 23 at 4 at offices of 


Yorke, Marylebon 
gh, York, Hair Dresser, June 16 at 3 
at offices of Staniland, Linthor,e rd, Midd les! 


Medices of Pt Benjamin, Kinguen-apen Uae. Builder. Jane 18 , at 


Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hall. 


Nachas oe Middlesborough, York, Draper. on, 15 at 3 at 


the Sener Hotel, Albert rd, Middlesborough, T 
dorough 


Nutter, George, and Abraham er ary oy ee Worsted 


and Hall, Silver st, Wake- 





ws heus, lvipanes 3 my ay Straw Plait f Dealer. Jane 


Spinners. June 18 at 11 at offices of 
field 
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Outhwaite, William, West Hartlepool, Durham, Tailor. June 22 at 4 
at the Bull and Mouth Inn, Briggate, Leeds, Bell, West Hartlepool 
Parkinsen, John, Bradford, Butcher. June 20 at 10 at offices of 
Rhodes, Manor row, Bradford - 

Pascoe, Frederick, Newton Abbot, Devon, Furniture Broker. Jane 21 
11.30 at the Bude Haven H tel, Exeter. Watts, Newton Ab>ot 

Pass, Richard, Stone, Stafford, Coal Dealer. June 21 at 11 at the 
noma Head Hotel, Giebe st, Stoke-upon-Trent. Fishwick, 

tone 

Pointon, James, Tunstall, Stafford, Sagger Maker. Jure 18 at 11 at 
offices of Tennant, Che«pside, Hanley 

Potter, Alfred Ha'stead, Essex, Paper Manufacturer. June 23 at 11.30 
at the Law Institute, Chancery lane. Card:nall, Halstead 

Prax, David, Manchester, Tailor, June 20 at 3 at offices of Sampson, 
South King st, Manchester 

Price, Thomas Bri-coe, Livervoo!, Provision Dealer. June 22 at 2 at 
offices of Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool 

Pursell, Edwa d, Pelham Howell, and Alfred North Daniel, Great 
Winchester st builiings, Silkmen. June 23 at 12 at 14, Old Jewry 
chambers. Russell and Co 

Ranson, Albert, Monks Eleigh, Suffolk, Butcher, June 23 at 10.30 at 
offices of Mil's, E'm st, Ipswich F 

Richardson, John William, Sunderland, Durham, Shipwright. Juns 
19 at 12 at offices of Lawson and Robinson, Villiers st, Sanderland 

Robinson, George, Shafton Two Gates, York, Shopkeeper. June 23 at 
11 at the Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Tyas and Co, Barnsley 

Row, John, Gosforth, Northumberland, Builder. June 21 at 2 at offices 
of Stanf rd, Col'ingwood st. Newcastle-upoo-Tyne 

Rowley, Dan, Stu: port, Worcester, Grocer. June 26 at 3 at offices of 
Saunders, sen, and Bureher, Church st, Kidderminster P 

Scutt, William Henry, Bristol, Painter. Juse 16 at 12 at offices, of 
Trigg:, Broad st, Bristol. Benson ani Thomas, Bristol 

Short, Alfred, and John Gill, Leeds, Booksellers. June 20 at 2 at 
offices of Pul'an, Bank chainbers, Park row, Leeds 

Smith, Richard, Gui+boroagh, York, Grocer. June 20 at 10.30 at 
offices of Draper, Finkle ~t, Stockton-on-Tees 

Smith, Robert, Slaley, Northumberland, Farmer. June 25 at 11 at 
offices of Prudduh, Hexham 

Sully, John, Clevedon, Somerset, Draper. June 19 at 3 at offices of 
Baker and Langworthy, Stephen st, Bristol 

Swinburne, Thomas James, South Shields, Plate Glass Manufacturer. 
June 22 at 3 at ot ces f Bell, South Shields 

Taylor Kdward, Kasingten lane, Durham, Grocer. June 20 at 3 at 
offices of Proct r, Siiver st, Durham 

Taylor, Martin, Newesstie-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. June 20 at 2 at 
offices of Wallace, Hutton chambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon- 


ne 

Teebsy, Adam, Lancaster, Joiner. June 20 at 12 at offices of John- 
son and Tilly, Sun +t, Lancaster 

Waddington. Frederick Heywood, Brighouse, York, Saddler. June 
22 at 11 at offices «f Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, M 

Walsh, Joha, Accrington, Lancashire, Draper. June 22 at 3 at the 
Derby Hotel, 8: Janes st, Accrington, Sutcliffe, Burnley 

Ward, Richard, New Broad st, Commi<sion Agent. Jane 25 at Il at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Wilicombe, Fenchurch st 

‘Werrett, Reuben, Hills'ey, Gloucester, Innkeeper. June 20 at 3 at 
the Falcon Hotel, Wotton-under-Edge. Blake, Wotton-under-Edge 

‘Whitcombe, James, Pulsorouzh, Sussex, Saidier. June 21 at 3 at the 
Arun Hotel, Lower st, -u borough. Downer, Petworth 

Wiliiems, John, Blytt, Northumberland, Grocer. June 21 at3 at the 
Nevii'e Hote}, Neville st, Newcastle-upon-Tyns. Nichelson, Morpeth 

Woodhall, Thomas A'fred, Honghton-le-Spring, Durham, Chain Manu- 
facturer. June 22 at 3 at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 

Woodhouse, John, Hanley, St»fford, out of business. June 19 at ll 
at offices of Welzh, Caroline st, Longton 

Wright, Edward, Walworth rd, Newington, Ironmonger. June 25 at3 
at offices of Sherrard, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Toespay, June 12, 1877, 

Allan, Basil, Chor!ton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, Painter. June 22 at 
3 at 2, St George’s chambers, Albert sq, Manchester. Evans 

Atkinson, Robert, and James Atkioson, Churchgate, Nottingham, 
Grocers. June 29 at 11 at offices of Marshal! and Co, East Retford 

Atkinson, Robert, East Retford, Nottingham, Grocer. June 29 atl at 
offices of Mar-hull and Co, Exst Retford 

Atkinson, Thomas, Brotton, Yor’, Grocer. June 25 at 11 at offices of 
Hudson and Pybus, Mechenics’ Institute, Dovecot st, Stuckon-on- 
Tees. Tayler, Stockt: n-on-Tees 

Ayers, Wiiliam, Wisbech, Cambriage, Linen Draper. June 26 at 1 at 
offices of Hensman and Nickelson, College hill, Cannon st. Welch- 
man and Carrick, Wisbech 

Baker, Henry Thomas, Cable st, St George’s-in-the-East, Botile Mer- 
chant. June 27 at 2 at offices of Willie, Charles sq, Hoxton 

Banratyne, Robest, Birkenhead, Merch«nt’s Clers. June 21 at2 at 
offices of Gibson and Bolland, 8.uth John st, Liverpool. Williams, 


Liverpool 

Barber, Edwin, Nottincham, Coach Builder. June 25 at 12 at offices 
of Stevenson, Weekvay cross, No'tingham 

Beaumont, John Garside. Huddersfield, Brickmaker. Juns 27 at li 
at offices of Milres New et, Hudder-field 

Biease, Jemes, Mculion, Cheshire, Grocer. June 26 at 10 at offices of 
Fletcher, Northw ch 

= Witham my pent pring secret Gas Works Contractor. 

ure 26 a een’s Hotel, Stephenson Birmin, . 

Johmen end Co, Birmingham ine —_ 

Bowler, Tbom+s Arthur, Hemstead, Hertford, Farmer. June 20 at 12 
> the _ Hen Hotel, 8t Aiban’s, Hertford. Longmoreand Sworder, 


Bradley, James, Salford, Provision Merchant. June 26 at 3 at offices 
of Adéleshaw and Wa: burton, King st, Manchester 
Bramley, Fred, York, Greengrocer. June 25 at 3 at offices of Hatchin- 
inson, ts ag | chambers, Picradilly, Bradford 
Brown, Josepb, Kingston-npon-Huil, Jeweller, June 25 at 2at 145, 
Big, Wilinm denph Ferteich: kext, Buide 
iDism wich, uilder. June 26 at 1 at 
b eur-de-Lis Hoel, Cankrbury. Sparkes and Mercer, Rame- 








———s 

Burn, Joseph, Gateshead, Durham, Provision Merchant. June 22 at 
1 at offices of Wilson, Featherstone chambers, Collingwood st, New. 
castle-upon-Tyne 

Burrill, Thomas John, Leeds, Linen Manufacturer. June 23 at {1 at 
offices ef Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Card, John, Bristol, Riding Master, June 20 ut 3 at offices of Clifton, 
Corn st, Bristol 

Chapman, George, Russel) town, Gloucester, Builder. June 23 at l2 
at offices of Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Chagas, James, Sowerby bridge, York, Grocer. June 25 at dat 
offices of Storey, King Cross st, Halifax 

Cocks, Alfred, Reading, Grocer. June 29 at 3 at offces of Cooper, 
Chancery lave : 

Collis, William, Springbourne, Harts, Builder, June 23 at 3 gt 
offices of Robineon, Fitzroy Lodge, Bournemouth 

Connor, Michael, Bournemouth, Accountant. June 23 at12 at offices 
of Robinson, Fitzroy Lodge, Bournemouth 

Constantine, Pickles, Bradford, Stuff Merchant. June 22 at 3 at offices 
of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Cooper, Reuben, Ross, Hereford, Innkeeper. June 26 at 12 at offices 
of Innell, Ross. Hebb, Ross 

Cousins, John Albert, Sheffleld, Sewing Machine Dealer. June25q 
2 at offices of Taylor, Norfolk row. Shettield 

Cumming, James MeKenzie, Blackman st, Southwark, Lamp Mang. 
facturer. June 20 at 2 at offices of Harris, Southwark st 

Danziger, Herman, Hackney rd, Clothier. July 2 at 11 at offices of 
Pittman, Stamford st, Blackfriars 

Daviee, David, Knightsturd, Carmarthen, Cattle Dealer. June 28 at 
10.15 at offices of Morris, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Dodd, William, Forth Banks, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. June} 
at 10.30 at the rooms of the Incorvoraed Law Society, Royal 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Atlan and Davies, Newcastle -upon- 


'yne 
Earp, Thomas Butler, Smallwood, Cheshire, Licensed Victua'ler. June 
20 at 11 at offices of Salt, High st, Tunstall 
Edwards, Alfred Henry, Birmingham, Glass Cutter. June 21 at 3a 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Feeney, Hubert William, Wolverh»mpton, General Dealer, June % 
at 11 at offices of Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Freeman, John, Slad, Gloucester, Bulder, June 23 at 12 at the 
Fountain Inn, Westgate st, Gloucester. Jackson, Stroud 
Furniss, Jabez, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. June 20 atSat 
offices of Becke, Derngate, Nort iempton 
Golding, Richard Lynn, Richmond, Chemist. June 25 at 11 at offices 
of Haynes and Sons, Devereux court, Temp'e 
Goode, Nathaniel, Earlsdon, Coventry, Watcn Manufacturer. June? 
at 11 at offices ot Peirson, Jordan well, Coventry. Hughes aad 
Masser, Coventry 
Green, John, jun, Hemsworth, York, Farmer. June 22 at 11 at offices 
of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Handsom, George, Bedale, York, Jeweller. June 20 at 11 at officesaf 
Garden, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Hargreaves, George, Bacup, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. June 28 até 
at offices of Ormerod, Union chumbers, Bury. Sykes, Bacup 
Harley, John, Barnsley, Gent. July 4 at 11 at 31, Church st, Barnsley, 
Newman and Sons 
Hawkins. Henry, Milford, Pembroke, Plumber. June 23 at !1 atthe 
Guildhall,Carmarthen. Williams, Pembroke Dock 
Herington, George, Ipswich, Milliner. July 2 at 11 at offices of Watts, 
Butter Market, Ipswich 
Higginson, Wilfred, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. June 20 at 11 at office ad 
Buckland and Tonkin, Exchange buildings east, Bristol 
Hul, James William, Undercl.ffe, Bradford, Commission Agent, Jam 
25 at 11 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Hiron, William, Roystone st, Bethnal green, Boot Manufacturer, Jum 
27 at | at offices of Hazeldine, Cheapside 
Hitter, John, Lowestoft, Smack Master, June 26 at 12 at the Grea 
Eastern Hotel, Lowestoft. Cow!, Greist Yarmouth 
Hobbs, Henry, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Hay Dealer. June is# 
3 at offices of Piokney, John st, Sunderland 
Holden, James Cawood, Liverpoo) st, Euston rd, outof business, Jase 
29 at 4 at offices of Goatly, Westminster bridge rd 
Hudd eston, John, Ardwick, Manchester, Bootmaker. June 25 at3# 
offices of McEwen, Lioyd st, Manchester 
Huson, Hannah, Longton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. June 2iatil 
at otfices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Ireland, Edmand, Old Shiriey, nr Sou:‘hampton, Brewer. June 26 atl? 
at offices of Coxwell and Co, Gloucester sq, Southampton 
Jackson, James, Southport, Lancashire, Builuer. June 25 at 3 at offices 
of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Cox and Jacks, 


Southport 

Jenkins, David, Llantarnam, nr Newport, Mon, Farmer, June 22s 
1 at offices of Will.ams and Co, Dock st, Newport 

Jennings, Henry, New North rd, Hoxton, Licensed Victualler’s M+ 
sistant. Jane 25 at 3 at offices of Browne and Co, John st, 


row 

Junes, Edward Henry, Swanses, Glamorgan, Ironmonger. June 26a 
3at the Bell Hotel, Gloucester. Morris 

Jones, John, Blaenyglyn, Merioneth, Farmer. June 26 at 12 at offes 
of James, Corwen, Merioneth 

Jones, Richard Ellis, Festiniog, Merioveth, General Dealer, June% 
at | at offices of Ellis, Four Crosses, Festiniog 

Jones, Thomas, Henry Jones, and Edward Greenwood, Preston, Lana 
shire, Drapers. June 21 at 11 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yah 
Manchester. Scott, Blackburn 

Joy, John Henry, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Commission Agent. Jum 
25 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcast e-upon-Tyne ' 

Kimmins, Walter, Sittingbourne, Kent, Hay Dealer, June 26 st 2% 
at the Bull Hotel, Rochester. Jackson, St Benet ames Gri 


ng, ery Wasnt, Bertiort, Builder. July 2003 a9 
ewgate at. U 
King, T Gainsborough, Lincoln, Grocer. June 25 at 11 at te 
B Heed inn Gainsborough. Plaskitt, Gainsboro 


Kleinmann, Monistofsky, Strangeways, Manchester, Hostanrant Pre 
prietor, June 26 at 3 at offices of Riley and Slater, Bond st, Mar 


, Robert Linton, Manor st, Clapham, Builder. July 4 at $# 
of Wills and Watts, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 
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Leaton, Henry Leicester, Printer. June 14 at 3 at offices of Wrigh 
Victoria chambers, owtree gate, Leicester — 
Lewis, James Phitlip, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Timber Merchant. June 29 

at3at offices of Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff. Stephens, 


Robert, South st, Manchester sq, Portmanteaa Manufacturer. 
July3 at 2 at offices of Cooper and Cass, Portman st, Portman sq 
Donald Alexander Grant, Normanton, York, Outfitters. 
June 26 at 4 at offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
, Albert, York, out of business. Jane 27 at 3 at offices of 
Walker, New st, York. Thompson, jun, York 
Manning, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Haberdasher. June 27 at 3 
at offices of Strovd, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 
Marks, Thomas Henry, Winslow, Buckingham, Colliery Agent. 
2at 2 at offices of Reader, Gray’s inn 
Maw, William, Sheffield, Cab Proprietor. 
Burdekin and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield 
‘Miles, Thomas Brown, A ldersgate st, Skirt Manufacturer. June 22 at 
at 145, Cheapside. Sturt, Southwark st 
Mitton, William, Kettering, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. July 
9% at 2 at offices of Rawlins and Son, Market Harborough 
Yoody, Rowntree, Hartlepool, Durham, Hatter. June 28 at 11 at 
offices of Spry, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 
Moore, Henry. iff, Glamorgan, Painter. June 26 at 3 at offices of 
Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff. Jones, Cardiff 
Moxon, Elizabeth, Ki: upon-Hull, Boot Dealer. June 23 at 12 at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Laverack, Hull 
Parker, Henry, North Petherton, Somerset, Baker. June 25 at 12 at 
of Reed and Cook, King’s sq. Bridgewater 
Walter Thomas, Petersfield, Hants, Ironmonger. June 27 at 
at the Swan Inn, Puiborocgh, Sussex. Daint » Pe tworth 
John Morley, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Builder. June 25 
at 1€,30 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Pexton, John Keatley, Scarborough, York, Cabinet Maker. June 22 
at 3 at offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Piercy, William Bilton, Hunmanby, York, Butcher. June 28 at 3 at 
offices of Guy, Westborough, rough 
Pierpoint, Rev Matthew Aust, Worcester House, Clapham common. 
June 22 at 2 at offices ot Chubb, Pancras lane, Queen st 
Price, Thomas, Frome, Somerset, Saddler. June 25 at 12 at offices of 
Barnard and Co, Burlingtoa chambers, New at, Birmingham. 
Sonthali and Co, Birmingham 
ison, George, Darlington, Durham, Butcher. June 25 at 3 at 
offices of Wilkes, Albion chambers, Northgate, Darlington 
, Nathan, Manningham, Bradford, Manufacturer. Juns 25 at 
1! at o'fces of Terry and Robinson. Market st, Bradford 
Rogers, Walter James, Portsmouth, Hants, Corn Factor. June 23 at 
10 30 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 
Sale, Lewis Vincent Levison, Bristol, Draper. June 25 at 12 at offices 
of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broud st, Bristol 
Searle, George Carew, Trump st, Commission Agent. June 27 at 3 at 
offices of Young, Newgate st 
Selkirk, Robert John, Doncaster, York, Fishmonger. Jane 30 at 11 at 
offices of Gill and Hall, French gate, Doncaster 
Semple, William, West Hartlepool, Durham, Veterinary Surgeon. 
June 22 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Church st, West Hartlepool 
Smith, Caroline, Manchester, Skirt Manufacturer, June 27 at 3 at 
offices of Addieshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
‘Smith, George, Cheltenham, Fruiterer. June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 
Southcott, Charles, Bristol, Stationer. June 25 at 11 at offices of 
Silby, Exchange west, Bristol 
Bterzel, William, Middlesborongh, York, Butcher. June 26 at 2 at 
offces of Dobson, Gorfurd st, Middlesborough 
Stevenson, Frederick, Wednesbury, Stafford. Builder. June 19 at 11 
at offices of Duignan and Co, Rassell st, Wednesbury 
» John, Bradford, York, Draper. June 25 at 2 at offices of 
Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Taylor, Thomas, Bournemouth, Hants, Schoolmaster. June 19 
&t 3 at offices of Sharp, Milhams st, Christcharch 
pson, Charles, Higher Tranmere, Cheshire, Clerk. June 18 at 
2at 6, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Hannen and Pugh 
Travis, James, Lymm, Cheshire, Schoolmaster. June 25 at 3 at 
Offices of Moore, Upper Bank st, Warrington 
Turnbu!), Robert, Hornsey rise, Builder. July 2 at 2 at offices of 
Michael, Great Winchester st 
Warley, William, Huddersfield, York, Boot Maker, June 28 at 11 at 
offices of Haigh, Albert buildings, New st, Huddersfield 
ery, William, Culm Davey, Devon. Builder. June 28 at 11 at 
Offices of Wood, Bridge st, Tiverton. Huggins, Exeter 
Wetherell, Nathan, Burleigh st, Strand, Wine Merchant. June 22 at 
3 at offices of Heritage and Co, Nicholas lane, Lomb ard st 
Whitlow, George, Northwich, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler, Jure 28 
At 4.30 at ot ces of Fletcher, Northwich 
fi all, George, Bradford, Tobacconist. June 21 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrel at, Bradford 
sear 
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POMPEIAN DOOR MATS. 


TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C 





EDE AND SON 


ROBE Pe OS MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANF, LONDON. 


SUSSEX. 

In @ fine agriculturaland sporting part of the county.—Valuable and 
oe Freehold Farms, in the rural and picturesque parish of 
Kirdford (adjoining the domains of Lord Leconfield, the Eari of 
Winterton, and others), situate about si x miles from Petworth and 
Billingshurst, and about twelve miles from Horsham. The estate 
comprises nearly 900 acres of sound arable, pasture, and wood lands, 
and is let in convenient farms (each in a ring fence), with homs- 
steads, to tenants who hold on agreements, with two years’ notice to 
quit, at very low rents. 


NA ESSRS. FOSTER ctfully announce for 
SALE, by AUCTION, at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, Lothbury, on, on TUESDAY, the 25th of JUNE, at ONE 
o’clock, in Eight Lots, valuable FREEHOLD FARMS, each in a ring 
fence, all in the parish of Kirdford, Sussex, viz. :— 
Name of Farm. Acreage. 
| eee at oe 
Browning’s om 8 See 00 
Charch Lands ... ... + oe Mr. Downer. 
Withuret wis -- ee Mt. Mann, 
BKelchamber’s ... oo ee 
Also Two Inclosures of Arable and Meadow Land at Stroud-green, 
near Marshall’s Farm. 
Printed particulars, with plans, are preparing, and will shortly be 
published, when they can be obtained at the Auction Mart; of 
Messrs. ARNOLD & CO., Solicitors, 60, Carey-street, Temple-bar ; 
Mr. T, DANIELS, Slindon, Arundel ; 
and of Messrs. FOSTER, 54, Pall-mal!. Mr. Dow ner, of Kirdford, will 
(by appointment) show the farms to intending purchasers. 
‘ as a railway station at Billingshurst is the most convenient 
or ford. 





Tenants. 
Mr. Downer. 
Mr. Downer. 





PINNER, 

A choice Freehold Residential Property, within five minutes’ walk of 
village and church, and within a mile and a half (one mile by foot- 
oT hs the station. With i BUL 

SSRS. VENTOM, BULL, & COOPER will 
SELL, by AUCTION (in conjurction with Messrs. SEDGWICK 

& SON), at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on TUESDAY, JULY 10th, 

at TWO o’clock precisely, a very pleasantly situate FREEHOLD 

PPOPERTY, known as Terrilands, Pinrer, comprising an attractive 

detached residence, with stabling and grounds, luxuriously studded 

with the choicest shrubs, now in perfection, and arrange1 as lawn, 
pleasure gardens, shrubberies, and kitchen garden, gardever’s cottage, 
containing four rooms, detached stabling, with coach-house, harness 
room, and groom’s rooms over, prolific orchard, and meadow; the 
whole in extent about sixacres. The property possesses an important 
frontage to the main road, is tithe free and land tax redeemed. 
Particulars and plans may be had, and photographs seen, at the offices 


of 

G. STUART. Esq., Solicitor, 6, Gray’s-inn-square; 
of Messrs, SEDGWICK & SON, Auctioneers and Surveyors, Watford ; 
— of Messrs. VENTOM, BULL, & COOPER, 35, Old Jewry, London, 





THE NEW RIVER. 

Freehold and New Shares in this grand Historic Corporation, having a 
Jarge and yearly increasing income from land and water, affording 
investu ents unequalled by ary other claxs of security—not exc>pting 
even Consols—most importint for family endowment, conferring 
votes for the counties of Midd'esex and Hertford, and combining the 
security and simpliiity of a Goveroment annuity with the profits of a 
trading company and the prestige of landed roprietorship. 

ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JULY 4, at ONE 

o’clock precisely, by order of the Trustees, in Lots to suit al! clacses of 
buyers, ONE-HALF and ONE-SIXTIETH of a FREEHOLD KING'S 

SHARE in the Lands, Estates, and Trade of the Governor and Company 

ofthe NEW RIVER; Two-sixtieths and one Seveniy-fifth «f a Free- 

hold Adventurer’s Share; Ten New Shares of £108 each, fully paid up, 
and Fifty-two New Shares of £100 each, £85 per share paid; also Six Lon- 
don Bridge Water Works Annuities of $2 10s. perannum each, for a term 
of 205 years; the whole producing an income of £1,851 per annum, with 
the valuable Reversion to a large increase every year. During the 
last ten years the income has doubled, and there is no limit as to future 
accretions, the revenue being derived, not only from watersold ia bulk, 
but upon the rateable value of property in the City of London and the 
other districts supplied, and from the ground-rents of the Company's 
large private estates, which are of great magnitude and value. 

gp: particulars may be obtained of 


RTLER, Esq., Solicitor, Worcester ; of 
Messrs. THOMPSON & DEBENHAM, Solicitors, Saltera’ Hall- 
court, Lage hog : 
and Yaa EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, 2%, Gresham-street, 
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Freehold Ground-rent of £400 per annum, amply sscured by import- 
ant Business Premises, situate in the best part of the Strand, offering 
to trustees and capitalists an absolutely safe investment of the 
highest class, superior to consols, being free from any risk of fluc- 
tuation, with the important additional element of value in the re- 
version to the rack rentul, 


YW FATHERALL & GREEN will SELL, by 

AUCTION, at the MART, near the Bank of England, on 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 4, at TWO precisely, a valuable FREEHOLD 
GROUND-RENT of £400 per annum, arising out of and thoroughly 
secured by the newly-erected, very substantial, and imposing pile of 
buildings, Nos. 80 and 81, Strand, occupying one of the best positions 
in this leading thoronghfare, now tenanted by Messrs. Asher & 
Sherwin, the well-known dressing-case makers, snd presenting to 
trustees and capitalists a security for investment of absolute 
—_— free from uncertainty or risk, with reversion to the rack 
rentals. 


Particulars may be obtained at the Mart ; of 
Messrs. KINGSFORD, DORMAN, & KINGSFORD, Solicitors, 23, 
Essex-street, Strand ; 
and of WEATHERALL & GREEN, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 22, 
Chancery -lane. 





STRAND. 
First-class Freehold Investment. 


Vi) SATHERALL & GREEN will SELL, by 
AUCTION, at the MART, near the Bank of England, on 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 4, at TWO precisely, the valuable FREEHOLD 
HOUSE and SHOP, situate and being No. 138, Strand, occupying a 
commanding position on the South side of this very important 
thoroughfare, nearly opposite Wellington-street, and a few yards east 
of Waterloo-bridge. It comprises an excellent shop with bow front 
and three floors ot rooms over, good basement, &c., and is let on 
lease expiring March 25th next, when possession may be had, or it 
would very readily command a tenant for any high-class business at a 
rental moderately estimated at £350 per annum, offering an oppor- 
tunity fora very sound and improving investment in a class of prop- 
erty now daily becoming more difficult to obtain, viz., freehold shop 
property in the heart of London. 
Particulars may be obtained at the Mart; of the Auctioneers, 22, 
Chancery-lane; and of 
Messrs. KINGSFORD, DORMAN, & KINGSFORD, Solicitors, 23, 
Essex-street, Strand. 





BAGSHOT, 


Borders of Berks, close to the Royal demesne of Bagshot Park.— 
Attractive modern residence in grounds of great beauty, splendidly 
shrubbved and timbered, with i es of valuable meadow land, 
15 cottages, &c., close to the new station on the Aldershot and Ascot 
railway, 34 miles from Sunningdale Station. 


Me. BEAL is instructed to offer, by AUCTION, 
at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 4th JULY, at ONE o’clock, 
the CHARMING RESIDENCE, known as Lamborne House, in perfect 
order, containing eight bed rooms, bath room, spacious library, dining 
room 27ft. by 14ft., double drawing room 38ft. by 13ft.; capital offices ; 
three stall stable, loose box, cowhouse, &c. ; seated in grounds beauti- 
fuliy shrubbed, with fine specimen pines, Wellingtonias, cedra, and 
various conifere, unique Japanese garden, walled in and open 
kitchen gardens, spon pgs ae &c. Pewsinehurch, With 15 cot- 
tages, all let atlow rents; paddocks. The whole comprising 12 acres, 
parts available for the erection of villas. 


Particulars at ths Mart ; of 
Messrs. TAMPLIN, TAYLER, & JOSEPH, 159, Fenchurech- 


street ; 
and, with card to view, of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, W. 








THORNGAILL PARK. 

Within 23 hours of London by fast train, within four miles of South- 
ampton, midway between Botley and Southampton.—An attractive 
beaatifal Freehold Residentia! Property, seated ina park of great 
beauty, richly wooied, and displaying in the vigour of the plantations 
and the beauty of the shrubs the result of 40 years’ constant care of 
the late owner. The mansion is approached by a fine sweeping 
carriage drive with two entrance lodges, and stands on rais ed plateau 
commanding fine views of Southampton Water and the surrounding 
conntry, has every dation for a stablishment, 
with spacious and appropriate outbuildings, stabling, farmery, 
cottages, &c.; water very pure and abundant. The estate lies 

ost in a ring fence, and comprises 370 acres. There are some 
valuable sites for building in the Botley aud Southampton-road, the 
sale of which would be no injury to the estate. 


R. BEAL has been favoured with instructions to 
shortly offer the above to SALE, by AUCTION (unless 
previously sold by Private Contract), 


Views, printed particulars, and plans may shortly be had of 
H. DUMBLETON, Esq., Soticitor, 40, Ohancery-lane ; 
at the Mart; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, 3.W. 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shootin: 
rters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
nvestments generally, ie published on the firat dey of each month, 
ond geez a ctintnnd. eb of at their 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
Wt abot be red ihr asf ap vas we to 
iu. vi 
of the preceding month. - 
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CITY OF LONDON, 
Two Freehold Dwelling-houses, covering an area of 700 square feet, 
within a few yards of the Old Bailey and Newgate-street, Offering 
an eligible site for re-building. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY 3, at Two, 

the FREEHOLD PREMISES, 15 and 16, Bishop’s-court, Old Bailey, 

consisting of two dwelling-houses, having a frontage of about 28ft. by 

a depth of about 25ft., offering a valuable site for a warehouse, a te 

factory, or other business premises. Now let to a yearly tenant gt 
£50 per annum. 
Particulars of 

igh an Esq., Solicitor, Union Bank-buildings, Ely-plage,, 


olborn ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


HOLBORN AND HAVERSTOCK HILL, 
Capital Freehold Investments for Sale, by order of Executors, 


MESS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JULY 5, at TWO, 
in Three Lots, the following important PROPERTIES, viz, :— 

Lot 1.—The Freehold Dwelling-house, 3, Eagle-street, Holborn, 
comprising 11 rooms, and yard in rear, let to a yearly tenant, at the 
very low rent of £40. 

Lot 2.—The Freehold Dwelling-house, 12, Prince of Wales-terrace, 
Princes of Wales-road, Haverstock-hill, comprising six rooms and 
yard in the rear ; let at £30 per annum. 

Lot 3.—The Freehold Dwelling-house, 18, Prince of Wales-terrace, 
containing similar accommodation to the preceding lot, and let at £30 
per annum. 

Particulars of 

Mr. TOMLINE, Solicitor, 9, Old Burlington-street ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 








STANHOPE PLACE AND OXFORD SQUARE, HYDE PARK, AND 
MAIDA VALE. 


First-class Investments, in three excellent Residences, let upon lease 
at low rents; and an Improved Rent of £127 6s. per annum for 
about 32 years; for Sale by order of the Executors of the late James 
Williamson, Esq. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
| will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JULY 5, at TW 
in Four Lots, the following valuable and important LEA 
PROPERTIES, viz. :— 

Lot 1,—The Family Town Residence, No, 11, Stanhope-place, situcte 
close to Hyde-park, and the Marble-arch, with stabling in Connanght- 
mews, immediately in the rear. Let upon lease expiring 1886, at the 
moderate rent of £230 per annum ; held for a term expiring 1904, abs 
nominal ground-rent of £26 per annum. 

Lot 2,—The adjoining and nearly similar Residence, No. 12, Stan- 
hope-place, with stabling in Oonnaught-mews. Let for a term 
oe, + the low rent of £250 per annum; held upon the same 
as Lot 1. 

Lot 8.—The capital Family Residence, No. 2, Oxford-square. Let 
uron lease till 1888, at the moderats rent of £200 per aunum ; held for 
a term expiring in 1935, at the low ground-rent of £16 per annom. 

Lot 4.—An improved rent of £127 6s. per annum for about 32 years, 
amply secured upon the pair of Bijou Residences, 24.and 26, Maida 
vale (formerly Nos, 12 and 13, Clarendon-place), with capital pleasure 
gardens and stabling to No, 24. 

Further particulars may be had of : 

Messrs. SHUM, CROSSMAN, & OROSSMAN, Solicitors, 3, 
King’s-road, Bedford-row ; 
and of the Aucti 8, 80, Ch 


COMMERCIAL ROAD EAST, MORGAN STREET, AND ST. 
GEORGE'S STREET. 
By order of Trustees.—Valuable Freehold and Copyhold Properties, in- 
cluding the Hoop and Graves, fully-licensed public-house, the 
producing £304 per annum. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JULY 5, at TWO, 
the following PROPERTIES, viz. :— 
Freeholds, 
Lot 1.—The Dwelling-house and Shop, 148, Commercial-road-gast 
(formerly 5, Prince’s-place); letto Mr. Nathan, a yearly tenant, at 


40. 

Lot 2.—The adjoining Dwelling-house and Shop, 150, Commercial- 
road-east (formerly 6, Prince’s-place); let to Mr. Clayton, a yeatly 
tenant, at £38. 

Lot 3.—The corner, double-fronted Shop and Dwelling-house, 18%, 
Commercial -road-east (formerly 7, Prince’s-place), together with the 
adjoining house and shop, Nos, 2 and 4 (formerly 1 and 2), Morgal- 
street. The whole leased to Mr. Hickman for a term, having nine 
years unexpired, at £80. 


+4 








Copyholds. 
Lot 4.—The fully-licensed Public-house, the Hoop and Grapes, 
being 112, 81. George’s-street, St. George’s-in-the-Bast. Leased to Mr. 


Holt for the residue of a term of 30 years, from 1865, at the low rentet 


Lot 5.—The Dwelling-houss and Shop, 110, St. George’s-street ; let 
to Mr. Wood, a yearly tenant, at £36. 

Lot 6.—The adjoining Dwelling-house and Baker’s Shop, 109, St- 
George’s-street ; let upon lease for 21 years from 24th June, 1877, at 


The latter properties.are eopyhold of the manor of Stepney, subject 
te ry fixed fine of 40s. on death FR iieketina, and an annual quit reat 
ot 6d, 
Particulars may be had of 
Messrs, EMANUEL & SIMMONDS, Solicitors, 36, Finsbury 


cirous ; 
apdof the Auctioneers, 80, Oneapsida. ° 
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